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Abstract	   
English version 
The rise of digital communication adds new (and challenging) dimensions to the conventional 
understanding of the connections between the news media and their audiences. In our project, we 
investigate what the role of WikiLeaks (a global phenomenon) is for a small media house such as 
The Copenhagen Post in producing local news. To this end, we interviewed several international 
journalists working for The Copenhagen Post with various backgrounds, ages and different levels 
of experience with writing about sensitive information. To analyse the qualitative interview data, 
we refer to studies of globalisation, whereby Thompson’s views on the media and modernity are 
a central component in our analytical frame. With this frame in mind, we employ The Multi-Step 
Flow theory to analyse the spread of classified information, adapting the model for the context of 
the digital age in which we live, framed in a perspective of analysing tensions between global and 
local perspectives. In this respect, we look at how factors such as the audience, source, 
organisational ideology and gatekeeping affect the construction of the discourse around 
WikiLeaks by international journalists with globalisation theory as a starting point in 
understanding the connection between these concepts. 
 
Danish version 
 
Digitale kommunikation tilføjer en nye dimension til den eksisterende forbindelse mellem 
nyhedsmedie og deres målgrupper. I vores projekt forskere vi i hvad for en rolle WikiLeaks (en 
globale koncept) spiller for en lille medieorganisation, The Copenhagen Post, når det gælder 
produktion af lokalenyheder. Vi har, i denne forbindelse lavede interviews med nogle 
internationale journalister som arbejder for The Copenhagen Post og som har forskellige 
baggrund, ælder og erfaring indenfor at skrive om hemmeligt information. Vi bruger  Multi-Step 
Flow teori som vi har adapteret til den digitaleårhundrede som vi lever i, hvor vi analyserer de 
konlflikter der kommer fremme med hensyn til globale og lokale synspunkter. Vi gennemgår 
faktorer som målgruppe, kilde, organisatoriske ideologi og gatekeeping (kontrol over 
information) og kigger på hvad for en rolle de spiller i den socialkonstruktivistisk diskurse af 
WikiLeaks fra den perspektiv af internationale journalister med globaliseringsteori som 
udgangspunkt.  
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Introduction	  
Background	  
Considering their pervasive use and the global spread of digital communication technologies in 
recent decades, one can argue that we live in a world that is becoming increasingly 
interconnected across the time-space matrix.  Globalisation is but one of the many processes at 
play within the context of this development, a phenomenon that “embodies transregional 
interconnectedness, the widening reach of networks of social activity and power, and the 
possibility of action at a distance” (Held et al., 1999; p. 15). This assertion, in tandem with 
significant developments in digital technologies over the last few years essentially challenges the 
idea of political and social action within the physical spatiotemporal sphere whereby decisions, 
debates, actions and so forth take place within physical/actual spaces in real live time. They also 
change the power dynamics involved in who has access to what in society, by opening 
possibilities for journalists and the public at large to access pools of data that have hitherto been 
under state jurisdiction. One may hence argue that the relatively easy access to political and 
social information that many societies have today has been borne of developments in digital 
technologies. But what does this imply to societies in the modern day?  
 
For one thing, one can put forth the claim that easier access to secretive information poses a 
direct and obvious threat to the existence of the nation state through, amongst other things, 
democratising access to information by availing knowledge to social classes and individuals who 
have traditionally encountered significant challenges in accessing such information. In turn, 
collective access to information has a set of implications for today's societies, as Castell's 
contends: “Digital technologies are thought to facilitate the quick and easy organisation of 
collective action. (...) Social network sites, discussion lists and other applications offer a 
communication infrastructure that helps to transform social networks into 'insurgent communities'” 
(Castells, 2009). Therefore, considering the dynamic and multifaceted characteristics of such 
communities, we believe it is reasonable to ask whether the availability of information and 
knowledge for all is a revelation of democracy in a modernist perspective or are there challenges 
and controversies associated with the ‘free for all’ paradigm advocated by digital communication 
platforms. Indeed, should all information be ‘free for all’ in the utopian sense and if not, who 
decides what information should be shared and what should be kept confidential?  
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Thus, the focus is put on the international, online, non-profit news mediator WikiLeaks who is 
reporting on and publishing classified information. Choosing WikiLeaks is a deliberate choice as 
it exemplifies a grand success of the aspect of retrieving and sharing political and social 
information through globalisation. At this point it is important to state that in this context, this 
project will not examine social change as a phenomenon, rather, we will be looking at the role of 
a small, niche group of actors within the WikiLeaks communication spectrum, namely journalists 
from the English-language, Copenhagen-based newspaper, The Copenhagen Post. Their 
experiences with and opinions regarding the transmission of information from WikiLeaks as a 
news source lie at the heart of our research objectives, with a view to unearthing some of the 
potential challenges and opportunities of a journalistic source such as WikiLeaks.   
 
WikiLeaks in itself is a phenomenon of large proportions and immense complexity based on 
different perceptions and understanding about it. For the purposes of this study, it is important 
that we somehow filter our analysis and focus on one particular aspect related to it. For this 
reason, this study is based on identifying how one particular stakeholder group involved in the 
transmission of information through WikiLeaks create meaning and opinion through their use of 
this media. We focus on the professional attitude of journalists, as Black et al. (1999) states that 
journalists are “(…) seeking and reporting as much truthful, accurate and significant news as 
possible by using honest, fair and courageous newsgathering and reporting methods”. Journalists 
and people involved in the dissemination of information for the public are the focal point of our 
research, given that such individuals may engage more proactively with a platform such as 
WikiLeaks in this process, than other “ordinary, day-to-day” users of media. The use of 
WikiLeaks data as a source of newsworthy information is exemplified by its application and 
dissemination in several large global media. It is, however, crucial to point out that the ‘free for 
all’ paradigm that WikiLeaks operates by is not as transparent as it seems on the surface.  Five 
major news tabloids have in fact been granted access to the leaked material, acting therein as a 
filter of sorts, or even gatekeepers as to what should and should not be released to the public. As 
researchers, we must ask how and on what basis these five media houses (The Guardian, The 
New York Times, Der Spiegel, Le Monde and El País) were selected as gatekeepers of public 
information that WikiLeaks claims is the right of every man. This is however not a main research 
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objective, but more of a consideration within the context of our work. Within the same critical 
frame of mind, one must also consider the tabloidization of news stories of the modern day and 
the fact that such stories are literally only a click away. One may argue that the 8pm news as it 
existed in its rich, emphatic format in traditional media has undergone significant challenges 
from new technologies that render its timing, placement and context-significant value somewhat 
void. This is especially true when one considers the avalanche of news information on the 
Internet accessible through not merely computers, but also personal digital devices such as 
phones and tablets. In such a digitalized landscape, the tabloid newspaper as it exists in its 
original form, is under pressure to produce viable, readable news that creates a reader base loyal 
to, at least some of the ideologies and content of such tabloids. This, in turn, implies a demand 
for stories to make big news, which is where WikiLeaks factors in, as a source of information that 
can be leaked to the public in small doses according to the aims and objectives of the five media 
houses that have access to it. This raises the question as to whether such stories are released with 
legitimate concerns of providing the public with access to information that governments have 
done their best to keep secret, or whether releasing them is part boosts the sales of tabloids, 
enhance the popularity of these media organisations or even gratify and fulfil their agendas. For 
this reasons, investigating how a particular media such as The Copenhagen Post and its 
journalists relate to WikiLeaks and what considerations they take into concern as far as using the 
WikiLeaks platform as source of news material (for instance via exploring issues of credibility). 
We also, as previously discussed, examine the on-going process of social change as a result of 
media processes, whereby we enquire into the role of journalists in the process, as they 
themselves perceive it to be, again framed in the specific context of The Copenhagen Post. Our 
investigation process is framed on a globalised context in which we consider target audiences, 
sources of information, the internal organizational ideology of The Copenhagen Post and the 
gatekeepers in the overall process. The reasoning behind these specific theories is mentioned in 
subsequent chapters.  
 
WikiLeaks	  
WikiLeaks is an online non-governmental organisation that was founded in 2006 by Julian 
Assange. Similar to other open-source platforms like Wikipedia, WikiLeaks urges those who 
engage with it to leak information anonymously. The information shared emanates from a wide 
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number of sources, including journalists and whistle-blowers from various nations. In this regard, 
several high profile cases of information sharing have catapulted WikiLeaks into the public 
limelight, more often than not on account of the nature of the information that has been leaked, 
some of which has been defined by various governments as being classified. In this regard, 
several high-profile cases have emerged through the use of WikiLeaks, with the Bradley 
Manning and the Edward Snowden incidents being amongst the most contentious. The case of 
Bradley Manning is one such example that many are familiar with, whereby Chelsea Elizabeth 
Manning (née Bradley), a former American soldier, released the largest ever set of classified 
documents to the public via WikiLeaks. This information was then re-leaked through the 
perspectives of the different tabloid magazines granted access to the platform. The sharing of 
such sensitive information breached contractual protocols and constituted a violation of various 
espionage acts, amongst other breaches (Lewis, P., The Guardian: August 21, 2013)1. 
 
In addition, the Manning case opened up a heated and on-going debate as to what information 
should be shared online and with whom. It also led to other ‘leaks’ of information, the most 
notable of which being the Edward Snowden case whereby the aforementioned individual 
publicly disclosed material deemed to be the intellectual property of the United States 
Government, following spells as a Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and the National Security 
Agency (NSA) contractor. Snowden's disclosures led to heated debates over issues such as 
government surveillance and privacy, particularly after their adaptation via British newspaper 
The Guardian. This debate initially took place on the basis of the right of the individual to 
privacy but have since extended to involve entire nations, many of them European, who have 
expressed outrage at emergent claims of them being under surveillance by the United States as 
part of the NSA's security policies. (MacAskill, E., The Guardian: June 30, 2013)2 Advocates of 
free speech and the increasingly vocal left herald these and other such-like developments as a 
democratisation of to the process of accessing information whilst, on the other end of the 
spectrum, many have vilified both Manning and WikiLeaks alike, branding them dangers to 
democracy. Irrespective of which side of the political spectrum one is on, there are several 
considerations that need to be made regarding WikiLeaks, from the perspective of it being a 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1http://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/aug/21/bradley-manning-35-years-prison-WikiLeaks-sentence 
2 http://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/jun/30/nsa-leaks-us-bugging-european-allies 
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platform for global communication. For this reason, this project does not aim to take sides per se; 
rather, the aim is that of ascertaining how a specific target group make sense of WikiLeaks. In 
other words, our analysis does not aim to cover the whole variety of social and cultural practices 
around the WikiLeaks phenomenon but looks at how one particular group interacts with it, with 
specific focus on some of the opportunities and threats presented via such interaction. 
  
Structure	  	  
For the process of finding our answer to the main research question and its accompanied 
operational questions, we have drawn up a specific investigation process. The research paper is 
designed into different sections: 
 
● Section 1: The Theoretical Framework 
○ Elaboration on why the chosen theories and concepts are applicable to be used in 
this context and how these theories are relevant to each other. 
○ Explanation of the chosen theories and concepts – with a focus on the points 
applicable for the analysis or our problem field 
● Section 2: The Methodological Framework 
○ Elaboration on which method is used during the process 
○ Presentation of the investigative field and the involved informants 
● Section 3: Analysis 
● Analysis of the empirical data in relation to the chosen theories and concepts 
● Section 4: Conclusive chapter 
○ Reflection on the analysis 
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Problem	  Definition	  
In this rapidly evolving society where technology and globalisation are buzz words that are 
taking a significant place in people's life, workplace and ways of communication – possession of 
valuable information and spreading it to the world is a process that is becoming increasingly 
accessible and more rapid. The search for specific information by the public has been made easier 
and more personal with development of new media. This was the case with Julian Assange, when 
in 2007 he got his hands on confidential information that had a major influence on the Kenyan 
presidential elections. The information Assange possessed “(...) became a big albatross around 
president (Mwai) Kibaki’s neck”3. The news Assange revealed through WikiLeaks linked Kibaki 
to money laundering and corruption. Remarkably enough, The Guardian initially published the 
leaked information and neighbouring countries of Kenya followed and spread the word. Much 
later when Kenyan journalists felt it was safe, the world spread rapidly through Kenya. But why 
would an Australian computer hacker feel the need to spread the word about corruption in Kenya 
or for other matter, to spread a leak concerning many other nations and people? 
  
In a TEDTalks interview, Assange explains why he encourages leaking secretive information:  
 
“What sort of information is important in the world?” “What sort of information can 
achieve reform?” “There’s a lot of information.” “Information that organizations are 
spending effort into concealing, that’s a really good signal that there’s a hope that when 
the information comes out, it is doing something good.”4 “Doing ‘something good’ is not 
a one-man job but with a partnering collaboration with major media companies, 
WikiLeaks is creating opportunity to spread the work for doing ‘something good’.”  
 
The initial collaboration originated between WikiLeaks and the British newspaper The Guardian. 
The American newspaper The New York Times and the German newspaper Der Spiegel became 
partners in this collaboration and not much later the Spanish newspaper El País and the French 
newspaper Le Monde were included as well. Adding several newspapers to the collaboration was 
a rather strategic move to spread the word and to initially secure Bradley Manning from 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
3 TEDTalks: Julian Assange: Why the world needs WikiLeaks - 03:33 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HNOnvp5t7Do  
4 TEDTalks: Julian Assange: Why the world needs WikiLeaks - 07:53  
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HNOnvp5t7Do  
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espionage with other nations against the United States of America. But what are the 
consequences to the media when WikiLeaks and the five media companies are in control of 
valuable information that could eventually create reform in people’s opinion, belief and 
behaviour? With monopoly in the world of journalism by the five media companies and 
WikiLeaks, it leaves smaller publishing houses and media firms with no possible way to exercise 
control over first hand leaked information. However, with the large media companies providing 
information to the world, it leaves journalists with the privilege to spread out the written word to 
the world. The journalists from the five collaborating media houses are part of the pre-selection 
process between them and WikiLeaks when it comes to deciding which leaked information will 
be published to the public. This raises questions on underlying reason why Assange partnered up 
with the five media houses. What made Assange decide to collaborate? What do those media 
houses and their journalists have to offer what Assange cannot achieve himself with WikiLeaks 
only? It appears that Assange found a need to collaborate with media houses to expose leaked 
information. One might argue that it indicates that Assange and WikiLeaks want to fill up a gap, 
which they themselves cannot fill up with just WikiLeaks. One should also note that Assange is 
an infamous hacker from Australia.  With the global accessibility to the Internet, spreading 
information is no longer difficult and yet Assange reached out to journalists. These preliminary 
discussions are all food for thought in our research, yet, to reiterate, we will be excluding our 
personal opinions for the most part and seeing what our the target group of our research opines; 
how they make sense of the WikiLeaks debate and what their relationship to this information 
source is? 
 
The initial questions we were wondering about led us to curiosity about how leaked secretive 
information is used by journalists - used in means of retrieving information, producing it and 
publishing it. This led us to the following research questions: 
 
How are the discourses about WikiLeaks and confidential information 
constructed and diffused by the international journalists in Denmark? 
 
As WikiLeaks is a global phenomenon, their target group and involved parties are spread 
internationally. But to make a specifically focused analysis we therefore only consider the Danish 
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newspaper The Copenhagen Post5. We place emphasis on how the involved journalists perceive 
WikiLeaks, what their opinion is on the fact that the organisation is diffusing leaked sensitive and 
secretive information, and how this possible influences their media content.  
 
In order to find the answer to the mean research questions, we spread the focus by introducing 
operational questions that we aim to answer during the process of searching for and describing 
theoretical concepts, topic focused questions during the process of extracting empirical data and 
which we in the final process of the analysis are trying to answer. The following operational 
questions are standing central during the entire process of this report.  
 
● How do The Copenhagen Post journalists perceive WikiLeaks and secretive information? 
● How does the communication flow between the different source(s) and different target 
audience(s)? 
● What challenges of global news mediation exist within the local context within which The 
Copenhagen Post operates? 
  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
5 The Copenhagen Post - http://cphpost.dk  
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Motivation	  
In an age where issues of privacy and security are becoming part of a heated global debate, as 
students of communication, we believe that it is important to have an understanding of some of 
the viewpoints and opinions related to these topics.  
 
One may argue that processes of globalisation through increased interconnectedness aided by, 
amongst other developments, technological advancements within digital communication have 
spiralled in recent years, facilitating greater interaction between different social spheres. This has 
had numerous implications for they way our lives are structured. Within this set of implications, 
the distance between power positions and policy makers on the one hand and ordinary state 
citizens on the other, has been bridged somewhat, in a purely communicational sense that is. It is 
clear that developments such as WikiLeaks and other processes of information sharing (or 
leakage) have cast policy makers and their actions in the public sphere into the limelight. One can 
safely go as far as saying that a democratisation of access to information has taken place. “New 
media are now contributing to a democratization of access to information, its creation and its 
consumption. This has effectively altered the coveted gatekeeping and public agenda setting roles 
usually ascribed to traditional media” (Dunn, 2013: p. 85). It follows that contentious and 
sensitive issues and topics such as military action, foreign policy and the like have sparked debate 
and even outrage, as various factions have pitted pro and contra resolutions for and against 
increased transparency. It is this debate that interests us most, at a time when the axis of world 
power is shifting and the United States finds itself in a bleak if not threatened position, 
economically and politically as economies such as China conquer new frontiers with heavy 
foreign investment, expanding their claim for world domination. Privacy debates are no longer a 
mere question of whether individuals have the right to some control over the information that 
they disclose about themselves or that is accessible to governments and other parties.  
 
Indeed this narrative has expanded to entire nations waging debates over the very same issues, as 
exemplified by the on-going accusations of non-consented espionage of European politicians and 
governments by the NSA. Many are of the opinion that a strong and appropriate stance needs to 
be taken towards such issues, and that Europe should take a tougher line in its relations with the 
United States (Mouritzen, 2013). Behind these accusations of course, lie the whistle-blown 
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revelations of Edward Snowden, released through WikiLeaks, our subject of interest in this paper. 
Our aim is that of ascertaining the opinions of journalists, as key players in this discourse, 
towards such a platform, with a view to determining their stand on matters of privacy and 
transparency, which as previously stated, are hot topics in the day-to-day life of our world. 
Moreover, understanding WikiLeaks in the context of the shifting nature of our current world 
through the research undertaken in this paper will hopefully shed some light on some of the 
trends within global media and communication. Some, like Dunn (2013), contends that 
“WikiLeaks is symptomatic of a larger new media movement whose interaction with and 
disruption of, traditional media platforms will likely increase in the foreseeable future” (Dunn, 
2013; p. 86). The casting of such aspersions kindles a curiosity within us as students of 
communication, one that may not necessarily be quenched by a greater understanding of the 
opinions of journalists involved in the transmission of information to the public. We can and have, 
however, aimed to establish what a small niche of English-speaking journalists in this country 
opine about the privacy debate and the role of WikiLeaks within it.  
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Choice	  of	  Theory	  and	  theoretical	  concepts	  
We chose to use Globalisation theory in this project as our central theoretical framework because 
we believe it addresses all aspect of our project topic, and more importantly it is relevant given 
the fact that WikiLeaks is a predominantly online digital phenomenon that reflects certain key 
tendencies of globalisation such as the global exchange of information and action from a distance 
in terms of WikiLeaks collaborating with whistle-blowers and major media international media 
organizations (more specifically, the five involved media house who we refer to repeatedly)  
  
In view of the above, we chose and adapted the Multi-Step Flow theoretical approaches espoused 
by Larzarsfeld et al. (1944), Westley-MacLean’s Gatekeeping Model, and other concepts namely 
- audience, organisational ideology and source, in a quest to understand the WikiLeaks 
phenomenon from communication perspectives. Each of these concepts represents a tool for a 
better understanding of the WikiLeaks phenomenon. 
 
In order to achieve this, we developed an interview guide to help us obtain the necessary data. 
The questions used in our empirical data process (qualitative in-depth interviews) are drawn up in 
a way that they give us guidance to formulate a hypothesis. This hypothesis is supported by 
conceptual and theoretical methods in which we primarily refer to Globalisation and  the Multi-
Step Flow approach.  Further elaboration on the chosen theories and concept can be found below 
in the following chapter.  
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Theory	  and	  theoretical	  framework	  
Theoretical	  Field	  
We argue that WikiLeaks is a predominantly online digital phenomenon that reflects certain key 
tendencies of globalisation such as the connectedness that globalisation allows in terms of 
WikiLeaks working in partnership with five major media outlets, all of which are international 
media organisations involved in the dissemination and publishing of classified diplomatic and 
political information. In this regard, we find globalisation theory germane as it provides us with 
the framework to understand, explain and answer our research questions regarding the WikiLeaks 
phenomenon in this project. 
 
As a consequence, we consider it is relevant to use the globalisation theory in order to highlight 
some of the key issues within the field of globalisation namely audience, source, organisational 
ideology and gatekeeping. All of them are seen as loose elements but form the context in which 
we are able to understand the role of the international journalists in disseminating the news 
concerning the leaks of secretive and sensitive information.  
 
Theoretical	  Framework	  
Globalisation	  Theory	  
In his writing of “The Media and Modernity: A Social Theory of the Media”, Thompson begins 
by declaring that, “(...) the term globalisation is not a precise one, and it is used in differing ways 
in the literature” (Thompson, 1995: p. 5). Globalisation, therefore, is one of the most debatable 
concepts across many disciplines such as Sociology, Geography, Political Science, Anthropology, 
and Communication Studies among others. Some theorists such as David Held and Anthony 
McGrew (2007), Anthony Giddens (1990), Paul Hirst and Grahame Thompson (1995) and so on, 
have attempted to define globalisation. According to Held et al. (1999) “(…) the concept of 
globalisation implies, first and foremost, a stretching of social, political and economic activities 
across frontiers such that events, decisions and activities in one region of the world can come to 
have significance for individuals and communities in distant regions of the globe. In this sense, it 
embodies trans-regional interconnectedness, the widening reach of networks of social activity 
and power, and the possibility of action at a distance” (Held et al., 1999: p. 15). For Giddens 
(1990), globalisation means a “(...) time-space distanciation” as he defined it as “(...)the 
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intensification of worldwide social relations which link distant localities in such a way that local 
happenings are shaped by events occurring many miles away and vice versa” (Giddens, 1990: p. 
64). This theory is based on Thompson’s (1995) definition of globalisation. He defines 
globalisation as “(...) the growing interconnectedness of different parts of the world, a process 
which gives rise to complex forms of interaction and interdependency” (Thompson, 1995: p. 5). 
Taking a modernist approach to globalisation, Thompson (1995) establishes a framework of what 
media are, and how they developed throughout history and their influence on modern societies. In 
Communication and Social Context chapter of his book, Thompson uses “(...) an approach which 
is concerned both with meaningful character of symbolic forms and with their social 
contextualization” (Thompson, 1995: p. 10). He posits that communication comprises of 
production, transmission and reception of symbolic forms, stating that communication media 
offers symbolic forms of fixation that allows for certain degrees of production; Thompson calls 
this - the commodification of symbolic forms. Like Giddens, Thompson discusses globalization in 
terms of space-time distanciation. He criticizes the idea that recipients of mass communication 
are passive and monological but instead argues that such ways of communication are 
asymmetrical. Thompson then makes a distinction regarding four forms of power namely 
economic, political, coercive (military) and symbolic. He discusses globalisation through the 
historical trajectory of media, and communication development. Thompson points out that “...the 
practice of transmitting messages across extended stretches of space is not new” (Thompson, 
1995: p. 151). He discusses three historical themes - the first he calls “institutional 
transformation” in which he used his symbolic forms of power to describe how political 
authorities in the Roman Empire established elaborate networks of postal communication.  The 
second was the “shift in print” that took hold in the later part of the fifteenth century in which 
development of printing such as books, pamphlets and other printed materials circulated beyond 
their places of production. The third theme is the transformations in the media industries since the 
early nineteenth century in which communication networks systematically organised on a global 
scale due to the development of new technologies that enabled communication to be dissociated 
from physical transportation as a consequence of economic, political and military consideration. 
He added that these developments led to the development of underwater cables systems by 
European imperial powers, establishment of international news agencies as well as the formation 
of international organizations that allocated the electromagnetic spectrum. Thompson argues that 
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“...the development of communication media creates new forms of action and interaction and 
new kinds of relationships” (Thompson, 1995: 81-82).  
 
Moving on, Thompson (1995) describes three forms of interaction involving face-to-face 
interaction which is done in the “context of co-presence” that allows for the multiplicity of 
symbolic cues (p. 82). He states that mediated interaction is very much like the face-to-face 
interaction that is dialogical but involves a technical medium. He argues that this form of 
interaction has drawback because there is lack of monitoring in the sense that the producer is not 
able to determine how recipients receive his content. Thompson goes on to describe the 
globalisation of communication. Although he acknowledges that globalisation is a vague or 
imprecise term when he defined it, he argues how technological developments of the late 
twentieth century have reshaped our understanding of globalization from a communication 
standpoint.  Thompson posits that the digitalisation of information combined with the 
development of other electronic technologies has fundamentally increased the capacity to 
transmit, store and retrieval information and that this system of global communication takes place 
virtually instantaneous. (p. 161). Furthermore, Thompson offers a critique of Schiller’s cultural 
imperialism arguing that this cultural imperialism only offers a partial account of the relations of 
his forms of power. Finally, Thompson then concludes by offering his theory of ‘media 
globalisation’, in which he emphasizes “...the accentuation of symbolic distancing from the 
spatial – temporal contexts of everyday life” and argues that, “...the localized appropriation of 
globalised media products is also a source of tension and potential conflict. It is a source of 
tension partly because media products can convey images and messages which clash with, or do 
not entirely support, the values associated with a traditional way of life” (Thompson, 1995: 177).  
 
We choose to use the Globalisation theory to help us understand the flow of information in the 
WikiLeaks context. We define four key concepts as main points of looking into this phenomenal 
audience, source, organisational ideology and gatekeeping. Our goal is to find out how the 
specific discourses of these four concepts are produced and than to draw a conclusion about the 
globalisation of the information in connection to WikiLeaks. We will use the Multi-Step Flow 
Theory to help us understand the audience, source, organisational ideology and gatekeeping.  
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The Multi -Step Flow theory, though, a traditional communication theory used to account for, and 
understand the effects of mass media or media corporations on societies and the complexity about 
multi-dimensional relations between audiences (Two- Step Flow), Opinion Leaders (Diffusion of 
Innovation) and the Westley-MacLean’s Gatekeeping Model (1957)6, we have adapted it in our 
research in an effort to understand the complex relations involved in WikiLeaks in terms of how 
it is redefining the traditional S-M-C-R (source-message-channel-receiver) in which it dependent 
upon a source (anonymous/known) to obtain information and becoming a source itself by 
providing information to the five media organisations, while at the same time acting and playing 
the role of a gatekeeper in tandem with these media outlets. In spite of the fact that WikiLeaks is 
an online or digital platform for the spread of political information, we recognised the fact that 
the audience is an important factor in the communication process because they are the end 
receiver of information - in this case the leaks. Similarly, we are also mindful of the fact that the 
sources of information, as well as gatekeeping, are essential components of the communication 
process including the WikiLeaks phenomenon. Given the above, we have used the Multi-Step 
Flow theoretical approaches espoused by Larzarsfeld et al. (1944) as part of our analytical tool. In 
this connection, the key conceptual frameworks we have employed are notably the Westley-
MacLean’s Gatekeeping Model, audience, source and organisational ideology. Each of these 
concepts represents a tool for a better understanding of the WikiLeaks phenomenon and more 
importantly; it’s application in a communication context.  In the same vein we looked at it, but 
did not specifically employ Kim Schrøder’s conceptual framework of ‘audience reception’ in our 
analysis.  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
6	  http://www.academia.edu/1477222/A_Theoretical_Model_for_the_WikiLeaks_Phenomenon 
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Multi-­‐Step	  Flow	  Approach	  
The basic assumption of the Multi-Step Flow Theory is that ideas flow from mass media to 
opinion leaders before being disseminated to a wider audience.  In this project, we have adapted 
the premise of this model to investigate the complex, dynamic and multifaceted relations between 
different media sources (or organisation), gatekeeping processes, the audience and the opinion 
leaders that being the journalists involved in the flow of information within the Danish context. 
An important  part of the Multi-Step Flow Theory is about how the information disseminated 
affects the social norms of a given community or group. With respect to this theory, we can argue 
that there are essentially three steps in the communication flow from source to recipient. 
However, in the case of WikiLeaks we can argue that the model of the flow of communication is 
somewhat different in the sense that we can identify four distinct processes: Source (contributors 
of information to WikiLeaks such as whistle-blowers), the five media houses, other media (such 
as the mainstream Danish Press) and finally the recipients (the public). This is particularly 
relevant because in the case of the Multi- Step Flow model, the source(s) are more easily 
verifiable as opposed to the WikiLeaks case. Moreover, the Multi-Step Flow Theory goes beyond 
the linear models that involve the S-M-C-R (source- message- channel- receiver) that describes a 
simple communication act, but does not reflect the richness and dynamics of the process of 
human communication (Rogers, 1986). As a consequence, a Multi-Step Flow Theory involves a 
networked approach in which a communication network consists of ‘interconnected individuals 
who are linked by patterned communication flows’ (Ibid, 1986: p. 203). A communication 
network is “the interpersonal linkages created by sharing of information in the interpersonal 
structure” (Ibid, 1986: p. 203) that is, the network. In this sense, we can easily recognise the 
pervasive character of such networks since everyone in the society belongs to one or several 
communication networks (Windahl et al., 2009: p. 96). Thus, audience, anonymity, source 
credibility, organisational ideology and gatekeeping are important concepts because they 
constitute some of the focal points within the WikiLeaks debate as expressed by some parties 
such as the media, the public and government institutions. 
 
As the Multi-Step Flow Theory is designed for traditional media therefore we will use the work of 
Mark Deuze to specify it in the context of the Internet age. He emphasizes the importance of the 
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new digital culture in the process of news making in the reality of the  21st century. On one hand 
we have the journalists that are seen as gatekeepers and content managers and “telling people 
what they need to know” (Deuze, 2005: p. 72). On the other hand are the participatory journalists 
- the users of Internet. They are defined as active agents in the meaning-making process, 
modifying and manipulating “consensual ways of understanding reality” (Deuze, 2005:p. 66).  
Users participate in those aspects of the social life that are interesting for them and that they wish 
to engage in. Thus, this participatory culture adds a new dimension to relation presented above in 
the Multi-Step Flow Theory paragraph. We adapt the theory as a framework to study the spread of 
political and sensitive information on the Internet. 
 
In terms of the Multi-Step Flow Theory we have the traditional source-message-channel-receiver 
segmentation. In our project we refer to receiver as audience.  
 
Audience	  
Audience is defined as a loosely aggregated mass (Windahl, 2009: p. 196). According to Kim 
Schrøder’s definition of audience published in the Encyclopedia of Communication Theory,  “the 
term has thus come to comprise many shades of meaning gathered around a common core. This 
core denotes a group of people being addressed by and paying attention to a communication 
message that someone is producing and intending for them to perceive, experience, and respond 
to in one way or another.” (Littlejohn and Foss, Encyclopedia of Communication Theory, 2009: p. 
64-69)7. The communicators can predict the consequences of the message that they deliver to the 
audience. This prediction can be made on the basis of cultural, sociological and psychological 
nature of the information.  
 
We can segment the audience into four types based on the issues and communication dimension: 
all-issue publics, apathetic publics, single-issue publics, involving-issue-only publics - also called 
hot-issues publics (Windahl et al., 2009: p. 230). The idea of the public interest is closely 
connected with the role of the media in the society. The media has to operate according to the 
same manner that are applied for the rest of the systems in the society in terms of justice, 
democracy, transparency and defending social and ethical values (McQuail, 2010: p. 164). 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
7	  http://knowledge.sagepub.com.molly.ruc.dk/view/communicationtheory/n24.xml 
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Another issue about the public interest is the quality of cultural provision. It is connected with the 
issues of morals and matters of cultural and ethical questions.  
 
The question of public interest and the ethical dimension of the media is everyday choice of 
working journalists. Although the ethical discourse can be understood differently based on 
various of cultural issues, there are still guiding points that media organisations in general should 
follow. How we already find out the public interest should only be orientated to the audiences 
and protect their rights. There are several principles elaborated by Black et al. (1999) in order to 
keep the balance in the media context and to serve as a tool for guarding the public interest: 
 
1. Seeking and reporting as much truthful, accurate, and significant news as possible by 
using honest, fair and courageous newsgathering and reporting methods; 
2. Acting independently from sources, subjects and others who would unfairly manipulate 
the news coverage to their own advantages and counter to the public interest; 
3. Minimizing the harm and discomfort that journalism often entails, and treat sources, 
subjects and colleagues as human beings deserving of respect, not merely as means to 
journalistic ends. (Black et al 1999)  
 
Participatory journalism can be seen as answer to some of the problems that the media industry 
encounters. On the one hand, it is still based on the information from the mainstream media 
industries. On other hand, the media itself  “is taking note of what the citizen journalist are saying” 
(Deuze, 2007: p. 20). The concepts that are described in this chapter regarding audience are 
important for our project. We used ideas from Windahl, McQuail, Iggers, Deuze and Schrøder to 
explain the nature of the audience and how we will use it in connection to WikiLeaks. The 
audience practices and the participatory journalism blur the boundaries between audiences and 
producers. Audiences are seen as multi-layered cultural constructions and it is the role of the 
journalists to mediate the communication between the audiences and sources.  
 
Source	  
Non-profit media organisations guarantee the anonymity of the sources aiming to protect sources’ 
identity and prevent potential negative consequences upon them (Domscheit-Berg and Klopp, 
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2011). Similarly, given the anonymity of source(s), one of the major concerns regarding non-
profit media organisations has been the issue of source credibility. Domscheit-Berg and Klopp 
(2011) contend that “...non-profit media organisation guarantees the anonymity of the sources 
aiming to protect sources’ identity and prevent potential negative consequences upon them”.8 
 
Source credibility is criteria for judging the information credibility.  There are two important 
points to be made when we speak about the credibility of the source- one side is the need to 
protect the source. On the contrary, it is important to consider the fact that even in case of 
urgency it is hard to verify the information (Domscheit-Berg and Klopp , 2011). In the case of 
WikiLeaks the anonymity is not blocking the interest from the audience. Moreover the 
information is being processed by the five media houses and from their status, WikiLeaks also 
gains credibility. The figure of Assange is also playing role in contributing to the credibility  
(Domscheit-Berg and Klopp, 2011). The two most important characteristics of the source 
credibility are expertise and trustworthiness (Hovland, Janis, Kelley, 1953). In order to answer 
our cardinal question, we will use the theory of the anonymity and source credibility and link it to 
the study case of WikiLeaks. We will integrate the theory and the research results from 
Domscheit-Berg and Klopp, in our analyse of the primary obtained data from the interviews with 
journalists of The Copenhagen Post. Therefore, it is important to look at the Copenhagen Post as 
an organisation and try to understand the main leading concepts that are presented in the ideology 
of the this organisation. 
 
Organisational	  Ideology	  
Media organisations vary in terms of the ways in which they produce media content. “The 
original aim of WikiLeaks was to collaborate with other media outlets, but to remain in control of 
the news content” (Domscheit-Berg and Klopp, 2011). Internal authority, economics, structure, 
ownership and goals are all constructs that explain these differences. The internal authority 
usually is divided or argued between the editor (as manager) and the journalist (Shoemaker & 
Reese, 1996). Shoemaker and Reese talk about external influence in which they state that there is 
a consequence when a source lies or withholds information from the audience and stress the need 
to verify the accuracy or authenticity of any information before making it public. Introducing the 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
8	  http://www.academia.edu/1477222/A_Theoretical_Model_for_the_WikiLeaks_Phenomenon 
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concept of ideology Shoemaker & Reese (1996), define ideology as “a symbolic mechanism that 
serves as a cohesive and integrating force in society” (p. 221). In a 1984 research, Shoemaker 
found that “political groups perceived as deviant received less favourable coverage in the 
publications researched. Among deviant events, the most common ones are the controversial, 
sensational, prominent, and unusual events” (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). Shoemaker and Reese 
discuss the idea of power relations in which they state, “Among the possible external sources of 
news, one should mention the interest groups that are lobbying and trying to persuade the media, 
the public relations representatives, and advertisers” (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). Moving on, 
they posit, “power is another essential characteristic of a media organisation ideology” 
(Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). Referring to the concept of hegemony, they state that the power to 
make decisions depended upon the ideological orientation of a particular media organisation. 
“Source selections by news producers mark off the boundaries of political debate and give 
important insights into the ideological assumptions behind their news judgements” (Shoemaker & 
Reese, 1996). This then leads them to introduce the Westley-MacLean’s Gatekeeping Model. 
 
The	  Westley-­‐MacLean	  (1957)	  Gatekeeping	  Model:	  
According to Lasswell’s (1948), a traditional communication model is one that the communicator 
or sender of a message, the medium or channel, the message, the receiver and the effects. That is: 
Who Says What, in Which Channel, to Whom and with What Effect? This model has long been 
replaced by the current trends in the study of communication by the gatekeeping model. This 
gatekeeping model is a descriptive theory and was first used by Lewin (1947) the gatekeeping 
theory when he analysed the sweet meat consumption involving housewives who acted as 
gatekeepers regarding food that enters in the house (Lewin, 1947).  
 
Later, in 1957, Westley & MacLean developed the 
gatekeeping model by explaining how a sender 
(A) receives information (X) and sends it to the 
gatekeeper (C) who then transmits it to the 
receiver (B). The model introduced (C) as 
representing the journalist or media organisation 
where (A) is the sender who receives the 
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information (X). Then, the information is transmitted to an audience (B) through the media 
channel/journalist (C). In this model, the idea of a gatekeeper refers to an active individual, who 
influences the decision making process (Lewin, 1947). Relying on the gatekeeping model, 
Shoemaker and Reese (1996) have named five ‘forces’ that have the potential to influence the 
media content: (1) the individual media workers, (2) the media routines, (3) the organisation, (4) 
external entities (government control, advertisers, technology, public relation) and (5) ideology. 
Moving on, they posit that the individual media worker is influenced by intrinsic factors such as 
communicator’s characteristics, personal & professional backgrounds and experiences, 
professional roles and ethics, personal attitudes, values and beliefs; and communicator’s power 
within the organisation (Shoemaker and Reese, 1996). This means that the position that the media 
worker occupies within the media organisation is related to the power he or she possesses in 
terms of his or her ability to act according to their beliefs, values and interests in order to affect 
the outcome of events. An example of the power of the force of individual media working is for 
example when a journalist has previous success or prestige, his or her ‘reputation’ could 
contribute to better and faster flow of information through the editorial gate. The downside is for 
example for inexperienced writers, their lack of prestige and success negatively affect their flow 
of information through the editorial gate (Shoemaker et al., 2012). 
 
Shoemaker and Reese (1996) describe routines as “those patterned, routinized, repeated practices 
and forms that media workers use to their jobs”(p. 105) explaining that news selection depends 
upon organisational routines and what it considers as good news for the audience, that is, 
newsworthiness. This leads Shoemaker and Reese to state that the gatekeeping theory is synthesis 
between sociology and psychology. In this sense, they indicate, “the gatekeeping effects and its 
process can differ depending on social structure and on individual characteristics” (Shoemaker & 
Reese, 1996, Roberts, 2005, Shoemaker & VOS, 2009). Given the gatekeeping aspect involving 
(C), Shoemaker and Reese discussed that the journalist/media institution influences the process of 
disseminating information. They posit that in the traditional model, the source is known to be an 
individual or institution that provides potential news information (Westley & MacLean, 1957). 
We transform this 1957 model into contemporary context using Deuze’s participatory journalism 
model .  
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Method	  &	  methodological	  framework	  
Method	  
This section describes the methods used in gathering our empirical data in this project. 
Furthermore, it describes the choices and considerations we made in conducting this research. 
 
Access	  to	  the	  Field	  
One of our group members is privileged to know some staff members of The Copenhagen Post. 
As a result, it made it relatively easy to for us to contact The Copenhagen Post requesting for an 
interview with some journalists to help us with this project by providing their individual insights 
concerning WikiLeaks. To this end, we wrote them an email that was complemented by phone 
calls in order to arrange for the interview. 
 
Gathering	  and	  use	  of	  Empirical	  data	  
The process of gathering data for this research involves the use of qualitative methods. In 
choosing these methods, we are fully aware and mindful of the fact that different approaches of 
data collection have different analytical approaches and that the outcome of any method used will 
reflect different ways of producing meaning. With respect to this project, we used a qualitative 
method involving interviews and the reason we used this method is that we wanted to explore our 
research question by giving our informants the opportunity to engage with our topic so that we 
can obtain as much information as possible concerning WikiLeaks.  
 
Our initial intention was to set up a focus group interview in order to create a dialogue about the 
subject matter that we could thereafter analyse. However, logistical difficulties in terms of 
finding a convenient time to assemble all our informants at once proved to be difficult to work 
around and as such, one on one interviews were chosen as a research medium instead. 
 
In conducting this interviews, we have been inspired by Steine Kvale and Svend Brinkmann’s 
book on “Interviews: Learning the Crafts of Qualitative Research Interviewing” (2009). As Kvale 
and Brinkmann state “qualitative research interview attempts to understand the world from the 
subjects’ point of view, to unfold the meaning of their experiences to uncover their lived world 
prior to scientific explanation.” (Kvale, S. and Brinkmann, S.; 2009; p.1)  
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The authors conceptualize the seven stages of an interview inquiry, namely Thematizing (why, 
what and how), Designing (plan the design of your studies, incl. interview guide), Interviewing, 
Analysing, Verifying, and Reporting (Kvale S. and Brinkmann S., 2009: p. 102) The Thematizing 
process is explained in the Introduction of this report, the Problem Area defines which field we 
see the gab in and the Methodology gives a description of how we are intending to approach the 
research for the answer. The Designing stage is elaborated upon in the Method and Methodology 
chapter but for the design of the interview guide, we have consulted Kvale and Brinkmann (2009). 
The interview guide is enclosed in the Appendix 6  
 
Five journalists working for The Copenhagen Post were interviewed. In an effort to make our 
informants feel comfortable, we asked them where they wanted to be interviewed. All our 
informants preferred that the interviews take place at their office located at Slagtehusgade 4-6, 
Copenhagen. The informants were interviewed separately over the course of three days to 
accommodate their busy schedules and each of the interviews lasted for approximately half an 
hour. These journalists will be presented further in the section titled Presentation of informants. 
 
We have also used an interview guide during the course of the interview as a reference point 
while we followed up unexpected issues that the informants raised which could be relevant for 
our research. The structure of these interviews was threefold:  
 
• Questions related to the general and journalistic background  
• Questions related to opinions regarding WikiLeaks  
• Questions related to the working methods employed at The Copenhagen Post and their 
journalistic practices  
 
Furthermore, we asked our informants if they wanted to be anonymous and all of them indicated 
that they do not mind to have their real names used in this report. In addition, all our informants 
also consented to having the interviews recorded. The interviews were later organized, 
transcribed and attached as appendices to this project. Finally the empirical data we collected 
from the interviews was then analysed.  
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Methodological	  Framework	  
Philosophy	  of	  science	  
In doing this project, we have been inspired by the work of Vivien Burr (2003) titled ‘Social 
Constructionism’ and this project therefore takes its methodological point of departure from 
Social Constructionist approach. We have used this approach because the problem area of this 
project requires an analysis within the approach of Social Constructionism, within which we 
negotiate the process of creating meaning by examining different perceptions on a particular issue 
in a specific context. According to the theory of Social Constructionism, there is no inherent 
meaning or determined nature to the world. This means that there are numerous possible 
constructions of the world and there is “no essence inside things that make them what they are” 
(Burr, 2003: p. 5). The Social Constructionist approach believes that our understanding of the 
world is based on place and time, which means that universal truth cannot exist because as stated 
before, different meanings can be produced through different conditions. This comes from the 
fact that the social world elaborates people is the product of social process, it means that there 
can not be any given nature to the world. In this sense the Social Constructionism is based on the 
social interaction, language and the context itself.  
 
Our understanding of the world is coming from other people around us, both present and past, but 
it is also framed by the concepts that come from language. This can be explained with the 
example of what every person thinks is provided through a framework of the language that he use. 
The role of the journalist is to decide what narratives to be used in order to guide the audience 
towards the information that will satisfy the need of every different individual. With that in mind 
the means and the information should not be limited by the journalists’ view and opinion but 
rather have an open ending and vast field of meanings. Social Constructionism denies that 
knowledge of the people about the surrounding world is based on the direct perception of the 
reality. Human beings as part of society construct their own reality between themselves.  
 
In this project, the role of international journalists in the generation and dissemination of the 
WikiLeaks discourse will be analysed within a Social Constructionist framework to explain the 
dynamic social construction of leaked political information. Our Social Constructionist approach 
is based also on the Kvale and Brinkmann’s book on “Interviews: Learning the Crafts of 
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Qualitative Research Interviewing” (2009) as far as the process of retrieving information from the 
interviews is concerned.  
 
Now that we have defined which philosophy of science is applicable for our research paper and 
the underlying reasoning for using this type of philosophy of science, we can now frame our 
methodological approach on how this research paper is structured. We have chosen to use an 
inductive approach in our research in which knowledge is based from the ‘bottom-up’ approach. 
This means that we start off with formulating the problem area and reflecting on it with our 
research question. We have identified the gap in the area of finding out what the role of 
journalists is in the distribution of leaked information provided by WikiLeaks - distribution of 
information in means of publishing WikiLeaks related articles and the search and influencing 
factors in the anticipating stage of the writing of the articles. The problem area and it’s research 
question will lead us up to the process of acquiring empirical data through conducting in-depth 
interviews with journalist from The Copenhagen Post - which reflects that we deliberately 
decided to choose to use qualitative data (soft data) as an observation of the in depth interviews. 
The process of conducting in-depth interview will provide us with a view of how the journalists 
perceive knowledge, how they are making sense of what WikiLeaks and it’s information are 
doing and achieving, how the interviewees experiences WikiLeaks from a professional 
journalistic perspective, and how they see and understand WikiLeaks as a phenomenon. To 
support our Social Constructionist framework, we refer to Kvale and Brinkmann’s book 
“Interviews: Learning the Crafts of Qualitative Research Interviewing” (2009).  
 
Aim 
The aim of this project is that of understanding how a specific group of people, in this case 
journalists and people working in media, create meaning based on a given topic, WikiLeaks. 
Understanding the operational mechanisms and implications of a media channel such as 
WikiLeaks entails comprehending some of the many divergent opinions that the phenomenon has 
triggered. Thus, focus is on how WikiLeaks is perceived in a journalistic context. This sheds light 
on some of the ethical issues and controversies associated with this platform, which is all the 
more relevant within the current global political climate when it comes to examining some of the 
differing viewpoints regarding the disclosure of information on the Internet. For the purpose of 
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maintaining objectivity within the problem field, qualitative in-depth interviews has been chosen 
as the methodological approach whereby our role in the data gathering process has been 
meditative and designed to create an open dialogue from which we have analysed discursive 
trends useful to our research. 
 
Discourse	  Analysis	  
We use the term discourse in this project based on Norman Fairclough’s (1992) notion about 
discourse analysis or critical discourse analysis (CDA) as he calls it. “CDA is analysis of the 
dialectical relationships between discourse (including language but also other forms of semiosis, 
e.g. body language or visual images) and other elements of social practices. Its particular concern 
(in my own approach) is with the radical changes that are taking place in contemporary social life, 
with how discourse figures within processes of change, and with shifts in the relationship 
between semiosis and other social elements within networks of practices. We cannot take the role 
of discourse in social practices for granted; it has to be established through analysis. And 
discourse may be more or less important and salient in one practice or set of practices than in 
another, and may change in importance over time” (Fairclough, 1992). This means that we look 
at the relationship between languages and texts and social elements or conditions (such as power) 
that are both constantly changing of how the situational context and relations of power is socially 
constructed by our informants. 
 
This epistemological stand clarifies the nature of the project in which we aim to understand the 
context in which WikiLeaks discourse is produced. Based on these interviews, we will be able to 
draw a conclusion on how we can read the findings from a Social Constructionist approach and 
we base our results on knowledge produced by the journalists experience, their sense-making of 
the situation and the contextual circumstances. 
 
Delimitations	  
By choosing to retrieve our empirical data through qualitative in-depth interviews with only 
journalist from The Copenhagen Post, we limit the range of our research field, which is of 
focusing only on the opinions of journalists from a rather small and local newspaper in Denmark. 
We therefore based our hypothesis on the perspective and opinions we are able to draw from 
	   30	  
journalist working in a rather narrow field with a rather narrow target audience - them being 
readers of Danish news in English. We also faced a challenge given the context of a small media 
house, which is The Copenhagen Post. There are not enough resources for investigating and 
going into depth in such subject as WikiLeaks when it is not directly connected with Danish 
reality and even when it is relevant; the obtained information is mainly taken from the bigger 
Danish media corporations. This can be explained by the size of The Copenhagen Post and the 
financial constraint of the newspaper. 
 
From all the five interviews that we made, there was only one person that has been writing 
articles on the topic, and another one was writing about the leaking of secretive information in 
general, not connected with WikiLeaks. We could also focus on the leaks of secretive and 
sensitive information and use WikiLeaks just as an example, as a platform that unleash the flow 
of information. 
 
Presentation	  of	  the	  field	  
As stated earlier, the target group of this research is journalists at the English-language 
newspaper, The Copenhagen Post, Denmark. Here, we present the field. 
 
The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  
Founded in 1997, The Copenhagen Post is a weekly newspaper based in the Danish capital, 
Copenhagen. It features a circulation of between 15,000 to 20,000 newspapers weekly. The 
newspaper is the only major English language publication operating with a slogan that states - the 
Danish news in English. The Copenhagen Post has entered into various news pooling agreements 
with larger news bureaus and services such as Ritzau and Jyllands Posten, who have acted as 
direct sources from which articles have been produced. The publication also circulates online, via 
an ever-increasingly utilized webpage – http://cphpost.dk. In recent years, The Copenhagen Post 
has expanded its Internet spheres via Facebook and Twitter. The operations of The Copenhagen 
Post are a very limited affair in view of a constrained budget. Consequently, the newspaper is run 
by six journalists, two of whom are part-time, and several rotating interns. Their operational staff 
and are based in Copenhagen's meatpacking district, Vesterbro. 
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As a minor player on the international scene, and less-so in matters of state secrecy (that is until 
the recent NSA spy revelations, some of which were unveiled during the writing of this project), 
we recognize that the involvement of the Danish media in matters related to issues such as 
WikiLeaks is limited. The Copenhagen Post was chosen as a relevant target group for our 
research on account of our assumption that, as a foreign media in Denmark, the publication 
would perhaps have a greater interest in reporting stories that related to WikiLeaks, particularly 
those stories emanating from or involving the United States of America, since a larger part of the 
readership of The Copenhagen Post are from the States and would hence consider them relevant. 
 
Target	  Group	  
The target group chosen for our analysis were journalists at The Copenhagen Post between the 
ages of 25 to 58 years. As seen in appendices 1 to 5, most of them have been or are involved in 
various journalistic exploits in addition to their work at the newspaper and each of the informants 
is self opinionated on the topic of WikiLeaks, even though some have very little experience with 
it. As evident in the appendices, the varying backgrounds of the target group provide for a range 
of opinions, most of whom have had some experience with the problem field at one point or 
another, albeit in parallel fields related to the WikiLeaks discourse (e.g. NSA-related espionage 
stories and the like).  
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Analysis	  
In this section, we will be using the Multi-Step Flow model as an analytical frame with respect to 
examining the key points raised by our interviewees. First, an overview of who our interviewees 
are and their relevant background in journalism is given, as a point of departure to have in mind 
when considering their answers to our questions. We then look at the processes and means by 
which they create a dialogue and form an opinion around specific factors that influence their 
overall discourse regarding WikiLeaks, namely the audience (target group) of The Copenhagen 
Post, the role of gatekeepers in the dissemination of information (including their own perceived 
gatekeeping role), their organisational ideology and the sources they use with respect to gathering 
news information.  It is apparent that all of the aforementioned factors influence each other in 
some way or another and in turn affect the manner in which the interviewees form an opinion 
regarding WikiLeaks. Their relativistic viewpoints and the discursive struggle that highlights 
their negotiation of different perspectives and factors point towards tensions between the 
dissemination of global information and its presentation in a local context, which we will 
elaborate on in this section.  
 
Presentation	  of	  Informants	  
In order to understand some of the answers given by our interviewees, it is important to put them 
in context. We feel that a brief introduction to the five journalists we interviewed is imperative to 
have in the back of one's mind when considering the answers they give to the questions asked 
(see appendices 1-5 for the full interviews). This consideration is especially valid with respect to 
analysing how our interviewees negotiate the WikiLeaks discourse; whereby an obvious remark 
at this preliminary stage would be that those journalists who have been more involved with The 
Copenhagen Post and indeed with the writing of WikiLeaks have a more articulate opinion, 
reflected by lengthier, more critical answers to our questions.  
 
Interviewee 1 (see appendix 1): Peter Stanners, 29 years of age: Full 
time journalist. British. Three years as a journalist. Actively involved in 
numerous English-speaking media in Denmark (e.g. Bitchslap magazine). 
Multicultural upbringing in Belgium, Switzerland, The United Kingdom 
and Denmark, very varied, rich educational background. High level of 
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experience with WikiLeaks and matters of sensitive information, articulate, lengthy views.  
 
Interviewee 2 (see appendix 2): Justin Cremer, 35 years of age: 
American, news editor. Five years as a journalist, actively involved in 
communication and freelance projects in Denmark. Upbringing in Iowa, 
varied educational background - primarily in communication. Limited 
level of experience with WikiLeaks, articulate, very opinionated views.  
 
 
Interviewee 3 (see appendix 3): Christian Wenande, 32 years of age: half 
Danish, half American, part-time journalist. Three years as a journalist, 
raised in Scandinavia and The U.S, has lived in many different countries. 
Varied educational background involved in freelance projects aside from 
work at The Copenhagen Post. Limited experience with WikiLeaks, 
articulated, balanced view in general.  
 
Interviewee 4 (see appendix 4): Michailis Nielsen 25, half Danish, half 
Greek, periphery journalist. Two years as a journalist, involved in cultural 
journalism in Denmark, studies journalism. Raised on different continents, 
no experience with WikiLeaks, poorly articulated views on the subject but 
generally balanced in his answers.  
 
Interviewee 5 (see appendix 5): Ray Weaver, 58, American. Part-time 
journalist. 40 years of journalistic experience, involved in numerous 
English-speaking journalistic projects in Denmark, has plenty of 
experience in different fields of media (e.g. Radio). Limited involvement 
with WikiLeaks, extensive involvement with issues of privacy and national 
security, concise, balanced views on the subject matter. Background in law 
enforcement (public policing), self-critical, pensive. 
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Organisational	  chart	  	  
Below, we have attempted to place our informants in a hierarchical diagram that illustrates their 
position at The Copenhagen Post and how they relate to each other. This model is useful insofar 
as understanding the answers the different informants give; each from their relativistic point of 
view.  
 
Dynamics	  between	  the	  multiple	  gatekeepers	  
In our previous section on our Theoretical Framework, one of our main focus points concern the 
Gatekeeping process conducted by many different channels. To reflect back to the aspects of the 
model (figure from the Theoretical Framework), the sender (A) retrieves information (XX) from 
different sources. We opine that the roles of sender, receiver and gatekeepers differ at every stage.   
 
Stage	  1:	  the	  whistleblower	  shares	  information	  
In the initial stage, the whistle-blower is the sender (A) and the gatekeeper (C). The whistle-
blower has gained access to secretive files and is 
making a decision on what to leak, how much to leak, 
and most of all to whom to leak. How information (X) 
is retrieved differs per sender. The receiver (B) in this 
equation is WikiLeaks. WikiLeaks does not only 
retrieve information from one sender (A) only, it does 
so from multiple or numerous sources of information. 
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During the interview we have asked the journalists about their opinion about WikiLeaks and the 
process of retrieving information from and/or about WikiLeaks. Christian (Appendix 3) thinks, 
“Whistle-blowing should be celebrated.” “It takes courage for somebody to come out.” “Having 
said this, there has of course to be some sort of ethical line within whistleblowing.” “Some of the 
information being released may be detrimental to some people who are innocent or not a part of 
the dialogue”. Justin concurs, stating: “Generally I'm supportive of WikiLeaks whistle-blowers in 
general.” “I think that far too much information is deemed classified and sort of 'it's for your own 
good that you don't know this.” “I think that's bad, who are these bureaucrats to decide what the 
public should and should not know?”(Appendix 2). However, one can also be critical towards the 
process of whistle blowing. Peter, for example, argues “I think it's a double-edged sword (...) 
people need a private space to operate and make decisions and share information without the risk 
of people coming in and casting a judgement without knowing the full story. That's very much 
the case with a lot of the stories on WikiLeaks” (Appendix 1). Ray raises concern about whistle 
blowing saying that “there is always that part of me that wonders 'is this information going to put 
some-one's life in danger?” (Appendix 5). According to Shoemaker and Reese (1996), the 
individual media working - in this case the five journalists from The Copenhagen Post - have the 
potential to influence the media content. It is their personal and professional experience, personal 
attitude (towards whistleblowing) and their values and beliefs that shape their opinions or 
viewpoints which influences their journalists’ process in working with information retrieved from 
WikiLeaks. However, the following stage 3 further exemplifies the influence of their opinion. 
 
Stage	  2:	  the	  big	  players	  diffusion	  information	  
Once WikiLeaks has received leaked information from it’s anonymous informants, the 
organization aims to spread the 
leaks. In this equation, 
WikiLeaks becomes the sender 
(A). The information (X) is 
retrieved from whistle-blowers 
(described in stage 1). At this 
stage, the receiver(s) (B) can be 
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several groups. Initially, the receivers are the five collaborating media houses - referred to as B1. 
Indirect receivers in this equation are journalists from other media houses - referred to as B2; in 
this stage Copenhagen Post also becomes one of the receivers - referred to as B3; and the media 
in general and the general public are referred to as Bx. In this stage the gatekeepers (C) are 
WikiLeaks and the five collaborating media houses. As mentioned earlier, WikiLeaks and the 
five media houses are conducting a pre-selection process in which they decide together which 
leaks will be leaked. This gatekeeping process is the most important process as this defines what 
the public will read and will have access to. In this context, WikiLeaks and the five media houses 
have the monopoly. We have asked the interviewees for their specific opinion about the pre-
selection process. Peter, for instance, is of the opinion that “...they [WikiLeaks] chose the right 
organisations, they chose organisations that were willing to cooperate. (...) Not everybody is 
capable of drawing the right conclusions. It takes skilled journalists who understand data to do 
that so the best people around to do that are these major newspapers” (Appendix 1). Justin also 
sees it as a wise move by WikiLeaks, he elaborates that “It makes sense to go to The New York 
Times, El País, Der Spiegel and so on.” “I think these publications have earned that trust because 
they all have established brands and the rest of the media is going to follow suit” (Appendix 2).  
Christian has a biased opinion, concerning the same theme, stating “I find it odd that it's just 
those five, I don't know why it can't just be available for other news media. Why just the five? 
Clearly if they [the five media houses] are making decision as to what is publishable and what’s 
not (...) they’re pulling the strings, so who is to say that they won’t leave something out if it’s 
detrimental to their interest?” (Appendix 3.) As Shoemaker and Reese (1996) indicate, media 
content is influenced by among other things the individual media worker - in this context, again, 
personal and professional experience, personal attitude, values and beliefs shape the way as to 
how the individual media worker writes. Again this is applicable at a further stage. 
 
Stage	  3:	  The	  role	  of	  international	  journalists	  in	  Denmark	  and	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  
The above-mentioned stages are fixed stages in the process 
of WikiLeaks publishing classified information commonly 
known as ‘leaks’. The following stage will focus more on 
The Copenhagen Post in which we will indicate the 
different Gatekeepers The Copenhagen Post will have to 
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encounter, as supported by answers from the international journalists. Moreover, we will 
highlight how this influences the work of the journalists from The Copenhagen Post. If one were 
to reverse the equation with only one receiver (B) - namely The Copenhagen Post - we can 
illustrate which Gatekeepers it encounters in order to receive information.   
 
In the perspective of The Copenhagen Post being the only receiver (B) we can draw out which 
source The Copenhagen Post consults in the process of retrieving information. The sender (A) 
will also function as the Gatekeeper (C). The sender (A) retrieves the (raw) data from different 
sources. The Copenhagen Post has different sources, which it consults when there is a need to 
retrieve information (in particular with respect to WikiLeaks). We asked the journalists about 
their process of retrieving information concerning WikiLeaks. Peter responds by saying that 
“When WikiLeaks stories come up, what we do is, we keep a close eye on the Danish media and 
when they do we basically say 'Jyllands Posten is reporting this or Politiken is reporting this'” 
(Appendix 1). Justin would rather “(...) go straight to WikiLeaks - searching through their 
database” (Appendix 2). For Christian, he says he would consult “(...) Google, (and) other media 
writing about the subject (...) to gather a bunch of different sources, sometimes with different 
opinions to get a better overview. Obviously the media seems to be more and more biased these 
days” (Appendix 3). When we asked Ray about his search habits, he responded that he “(...) 
should be more diligent about going through first-hand sources and not reading the filtered 
versions in The Times, The Guardian or whatever because all of this comes through a reporter's 
perspective” (Appendix 5). This shows us that each journalist has his own approach and routines 
in searching for information. Based on the above, we find that these international experienced 
senior journalists have the insight to consult the 5 big media houses, WikiLeaks itself, other 
media sources which seems to support Shoemaker and Reese’s (1996) theory about how and 
what influences media content namely their professional experience in the field and their routines 
and patterns when looking after information. When we look at, for example, Michailis, he is less 
experienced in the field and has a different pattern in searching for information. He would, for 
example “(...) seek (for) reactions. But then I try to take a more of a public reaction kind of thing 
and also an expert reaction and a third reaction would probably be to talk to some politicians or 
something. Some person that people listen to and try to form their opinions behind. But also talk 
to the public on what’s going on here” (Appendix 4). We can say for Michailis that his lack of 
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experience in the field and his approach to journalistic routine approach is different. With this, we 
can see that background, experience, personal attitude, patterns and routines are forces heavily 
influencing the process of retrieving (background) information. Shoemaker and Reese (1996) call 
these the forces of ‘individual media workers’ and ‘the media routine’.  
 
The image below illustrates the overall web of Gatekeeping process involving WikiLeaks, the 
five media houses and The Copenhagen Post. It thus reflects how much the sources are dependent 
and interdependent on each other.  
This illustration is not a complete illustration of the process. For instance, the Danish newspapers 
have their own sources or ways of retrieving information. As it appears, it only shows the 
obvious involvements of WikiLeaks, the five media houses and the involvement of The 
Copenhagen Post, which it may as well retrieve information from international newspapers. 
Eventually it all comes down to reach the public and provide them with the news. Justin was the 
only one who specifically indicated troubles that The Copenhagen Post may encounter when 
functioning as a medium between to the public as their receiver (B) and the source of information 
(X). Justin exemplifies this with the following statement, thus: 
 
“A lot of what we do is based on what we've already seen Danish journalists do. 
Frankly, it's hard to cast stones from The Copenhagen Post because a lot of people 
don't think so highly of us, but the Danish press is lazy. Just this week there was a 
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story about this guy called 'the tunnel man'. Maybe if you live here, you know who 
the tunnel man is (a guy who's assaulting women in a tunnel). My first question is, 
when was this happening? We looked at three to five articles where nobody 
bothered to say when these attacks were taking place, possibly because it's 
ingrained in the Danish consciousness, within which the tunnel man is a known 
figure. So there are a lot of things like this where we can't just take what should be 
a very simple news story and republish it in English. A lot of times, it requires 
extra research because there's things that either they didn't bother to say or they 
assumed that people knew without them having to say anything explicit. The long 
and short of your question boils down to us having to explain things more 
thoroughly than a Danish journalist writing for a Danish audience.” (Appendix 2) 
 
His statement suggests that it takes more effort and resources for The Copenhagen Post to report 
Danish news in English. They could either have the choice to do additional research and write the 
article in English or to leave out the article, as the additional search for information would be a 
burden. When relating this answer to the Shoemaker and Reese (1996) theory, the ‘force’ that in 
this case influences the media context are ‘the individual media worker’ because of how they 
interpret the information from their sources. There also may be some influence from ‘the 
organisation’. Justin states this in the interview when he points out that “(he) I would not, as an 
editor, hold a story and say 'you can't use that because it's WikiLeaks’ (...) nothing aside from the 
realities of where I work [is holding me back]” (Appendix 2).  
 
Shoemaker and Reese (1996) mention another influential force, namely ‘external entities’. Ray 
and Peter were the only interviewee who mentioned the influence of the government as an 
example of ‘external entities’ - namely the Freedom of Information Act (Offentlighedsloven) 
which “(...) would reduce the public’s right to access governmental documents”9. With the 
government interfering, this law from retrieving classified government documents is restricting 
The Copenhagen Post. This shows that the Danish government acting as an external entity and 
gatekeeper is also influencing the media content. Ray has a strong opinion about 
Offentlighedsloven: “That's nonsense! There are several cases of things that have been reported 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
9 Article by The Copenhagen Post on Offentlighedsloven “Freedom of infrmation act could damage Denmark’s 
reputation - http://cphpost.dk/news/freedom-of-information-act-could-damage-denmarks-reputation.5004.html  
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on in Denmark that would never have been reported on without the old freedom of information 
act in place - the new one would stop these issues from leaking out.” (Appendix 5) 
  
It is rather interesting to see how journalists see WikiLeaks and their gatekeeping practices in the 
present circumstances. Peter is of the opinion that “WikiLeaks seems to be fading; the NSA 
seems to be the hot topic at the moment. (...) WikiLeaks has almost had its heyday (...)I think that 
specifically with WikiLeaks, it's quite limited what they can do and anybody can do what they do, 
right, appeal to leakers and say ‘we'll leak this information’” (Appendix 1) . Peter’s answer 
shows that the leak of NSA is opening up possibility for people to leak information directly 
instead of using e.g. WikiLeaks as a medium in between. In other words, the original sender (A) 
of the information (X) going directly to the receiver - journalists, media and the general public 
(C), thereby making the role of WikiLeaks as a gatekeeper evaporates. The analysis of the 
gatekeeping helped us to understand the dynamics and the multi-staged processes of producing 
and sharing sensitive and secretive information on a global scale. 
 
Organisational	  ideology	  	  
It is evident that the ideologies, principles and ethos of any given message have an impact on the 
context and implications of the message being transmitted. This simple communication 
mechanism is true on the micro level of society, between one individual and another, and, as is 
the case in mediated communication, on a macro level, through different media and journalistic 
organisations and their practices. With this is mind; it is prudent to ask the following:  
 
What constitutes an ideology and what impact does any particular individual ideology have on 
the message being transmitted? More importantly, what does the research we have undertaken 
show us about the ideology of The Copenhagen Post and what impact does this ideology have on 
the way in which they structure and transmit their news content? It is challenging to come up 
with one particular ideology that holds true for The Copenhagen Post; as such an ideology is 
constructed from the different relativistic points of view of the journalists at the publication.  
Their construction of a particular attitude towards WikiLeaks hence hinges, at least in part, on the 
power dynamics and hierarchical structure of The Copenhagen Post and indeed on how much 
experience with the issues at hand each individual journalist has. Crucially for our analysis we 
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need to examine the relationship between the ideology of The Copenhagen Post as a foreign 
paper in Denmark and the news it distributes from WikiLeaks, or indeed the approach / stance 
that they take with respect to WikiLeaks.  
 
With respect to media ideologies, as discussed in our Theoretical Framework, Shoemaker and 
Reese define ideology as “a symbolic mechanism that serves as a cohesive and integrating force 
in society” (Shoemaker and Reese, 1996: p. 221).  They maintain that this ideology is influenced 
by, amongst other factors, power relations within the hegemonic context of the society or 
societies within which a particular media finds itself, as discussed in our section. Moreover, the 
ideology of a particular media entity is also influenced by internal politics and relationships 
between different individuals within it. “Internal authority, economics, structure, ownership and 
goals are all constructs that explain these differences. The internal authority usually is divided or 
argued between the editor (as manager) and the journalist” (Shoemaker and Reese, 1996). From 
this, it follows that ideology is a difficult notion to pin down. Indeed it doesn't exist as a concrete 
concept all on it's own, rather, it is based on numerous other factors within the specific 
environment within which a specific ideology exists and thus it is a phenomenon in flux, 
negotiated through a dialogue of different factors, for instance the audience and the role they play 
in moulding the mediation of news from different sources, tailored to their perspective.  
 
With these preliminary ideas in mind, what does our research show about the ideology of The 
Copenhagen Post and how does this ideology affect their negotiation of meaning with respect to 
WikiLeaks? It is important to note that we have discussed ideology as being a concept that is 
constant flux, as those forming a particular ideology constantly negotiate and renegotiate their 
perspective. Hence there is not one clear-cut Copenhagen Post ideology per se, rather, we can say 
that different factors and players within the discourse surrounding the ideology of the publication 
form a specific consensus around particular points related to it, from which we can denote certain 
key traits within such an ideology.  
 
The general consensus amongst our interviewees was that The Copenhagen Post is a small paper, 
with few resources and manpower that addresses the needs of a niche readership who are by and 
large excluded by Danish media, who address news writing in a context specific manner that 
many newcomers to Denmark have trouble negotiating (see, for example, Appendix 2, question 
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15). This organisational identity is formed by the role each of the journalists at the publication 
play in it and by external factors such as the underlying social context in which The Copenhagen 
Post exists.  
 
1. Institutional ideology as determined by the individual journalist within The Copenhagen Post  
 
Reiterating what was discussed in the previous paragraph, the identities of media entities are to 
some extent determined by internal politics and authority positions. From our research, one 
important deduction that we can make is that there is a link as to the opinion the different 
informants had concerning WikiLeaks based on how much of a role each plays at the newspaper. 
To illustrate this, we can look at the differences between the content and opinion of Peter  
Stanners, one of the senior, full-time journalists at the publication and the Michailis Nielsen, a 
contributor to cultural sections of the newspaper. In the case of the latter, his answers to the 
questions asked were less articulate and opinionated than Peter Stanner's, taking note of the 
critical manner in which Peter Stanners answers most of his questions, by comparison to 
Michailis, whose answers are less self-critical). An example of this would be the bombastic, 
informative approach in which Peter starts the interview off by talking about his experiences with 
WikiLeaks (see appendix 1 question 1). Moreover, the more senior members within the 
organisation seem to have a more articulate view on the ideology of The Copenhagen post, 
evidenced by, for example Justin Cremer's answers to some of the questions asked, where, 
without being influenced, he incorporates considerations about the ideology of the newspaper 
into his opinions. “A lot of what we do here, just given the realities of lacking money and 
manpower comes down to reading something in Danish and turning it around into English” 
“There have been revelations that the Danish press has found out that we have written about” (see 
his answers to question 8, appendix 2).  
 
What these discrepancies highlight in essence is a series of power dynamics within The 
Copenhagen Post that determine the overall ideology behind the paper. Journalists at different 
levels of the corporate hierarchy appear to have different amounts of decision making-power. 
This in turn affects the overall ideological stance they maintain towards WikiLeaks.  
 
2. Organisational Ideology as determined by the hegemonic narrative of society 
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The ideology of The Copenhagen Post, is, according to Shoemaker and Reese's theory, 
determined by power discourses within Danish society, more specifically within the niche of 
foreigners living in Denmark. This is a view that is supported across the board by many of the 
journalists that took part in our interviews. Ray Weaver (Appendix 5) sums this up rather well, 
stating, “We (The Copenhagen Post) write from an expat point of view.” “ We write for people 
that are not Danish mostly because Danes mostly read the Danish news.” “ A large section of our 
readership is not white – it's immigrants that are singled out at the foreign ministry, they haven't 
learned Danish yet but speak some or a pretty good amount of English so the paper is really 
valuable to them” (see appendix 5, question 16). In other words, given that the readership of The 
Copenhagen Post consists in part of ethnic minorities in Denmark, their journalistic ideology is 
one that is founded on the lines of being explicative, guiding in such a way that tries “to help 
people navigate Danish society in a way, to navigate the denseness and the bureaucracy of being 
a foreigner on Danish soil.” (Ray Weaver, see appendix 5 question 6). Readership, therefore is a 
key factor behind The Copenhagen Post's ideology, which it helps mould, as discussed in our 
analysis of the audience and similarly, power struggles and contests within society play a role in 
shaping the ideological positions of media institutions. “ Source selections by news producers 
mark off the boundaries of political debate and give important insights into the ideological 
assumptions behind their news judgements” (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). In the case of The 
Copenhagen Post, who, according to Christian Wenande “write Danish news in English” (see 
appendix 3, question 15), one can draw the conclusion that the organisation draws a lot of its 
news sources from secondary sources, such as Jyllands Posten, with whom they had a direct 
agreement that allowed them to directly copy and translate news from (Appendix 2, Justin 
Cremer, question 15). Therefore, with the perspective of organisational ideologies being shaped 
by other players in society, one can see a direct link between the policies of other larger Danish 
news media and The Copenhagen Post, who on many occasions take their cue from the former, 
acting in such a way that helps their readership navigate Danish society by acting as a mediator. 
This apparent policy is arrived at on the basis of such a perspective being moulded by the 
audience of this particular media but also by the media's limitations insofar as them not being 
able to be more autonomous ideology by virtue of their size and manpower limitations, as 
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articulated by each of interviewees at different times, though most notably by Justin Cremer 
(Appendix 2):   
 
“We don't have investigative journalists who can spend time digging so it's 
probably not a scenario that we're going to do unless we're aware of something 
that's really relevant for our readership. We have a very small scope here- we only 
focus on Denmark and let's be honest, Denmark is a small player on the global 
scene and how much in WikiLeaks is about Denmark? Probably not that much” 
 
This ratifies what we discussed above; namely that the organisational ideology of The 
Copenhagen Post is one that is formed in part by the ideologies of other media from which it 
sources some of its content. In keeping with Shoemaker and Reese's contentions, the selection of 
the sources that The Copenhagen Post uses when it comes to selecting newsworthy information 
gives an insight into their ideological assumption, this being one of them acting as bridge 
between foreigners in Denmark and Danish society, a point that Peter Stanners brings across 
quite well when he says  “ We have to give a lot more background and a lot more context to our 
writing.” “ We can't simply assume that our readers know how things work in Denmark” 
(Appendix 1, question 15). Moreover, such an ideology, albeit a notion in flux, is also negotiated 
or arrived at from the perspectives of the different journalists at the publication and their roles 
within it, as already discussed. We can conclude by saying that the underlying ideology of The 
Copenhagen Post is one that bases the content the publication produces on the needs of its 
readership, with the understanding that they are a small operation with limited manpower which 
means that they have to be very stringent with selecting what news is relevant and what is not. 
With this is mind, it seems that articles from WikiLeaks are only relevant if and when they are 
relevant for the readership of the publication, which in many cases they are not, considering 
Denmark's relative lack of involvement on the global scene (see appendix 1, question 9).  This 
notwithstanding, it would appear that the ideological stance of The Copenhagen Post is still one 
that considers matters of leaked or secretive information relevant, albeit given that the focus is 
shifting from WikiLeaks, to more current affairs that concern Denmark in a more direct manner 
such as the recent NSA espionage controversies. This is exemplified by, amongst other things, 
the relative lack of WikiLeaks -based / related journalism by the Copenhagen Post. By contrast, 
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articles have been written about the NSA, FBI and local politics in Denmark (see appendix 1 
question 8, appendix 5 question 9). In short, the relevance of the newsworthy information 
available affects the ideology of The Copenhagen Post, which in turn shapes the manner in which 
they select articles to write about.   
 
Source	  and	  the	  role	  of	  the	  trust	  in	  the	  process	  of	  producing	  news	  
For journalists, the search for information is an important process carried out prior to the actual 
process of writing an article and the publication of it. In the case of The Copenhagen Post, the 
source can mean many things. Prior to the empirical data collection we wondered about questions 
like ‘Who is the source?’ or ‘What defines a source to be credible and for the source to be 
trustworthy?’ We have asked questions alike these to the journalists. In general the words 
WikiLeaks and Julian Assange are often uttered in the same breath. Even though these two are 
closely linked to each other, there is still a significant difference between the two. We asked for 
the interviewees’ opinion about WikiLeaks and the whole case of spreading secretive information. 
In general we can see that the journalists support what WikiLeaks is doing - all with different 
reasons. For example Peter said, “I think what they (WikiLeaks) tried to do in the beginning 
involving The Guardian and some other papers and using journalists are intermediaries instead of 
just dumping information on the public, was a very wise move. It was a responsible move.” 
(Appendix 1) and Justin answered that “Generally I support what WikiLeaks does. I think that far 
too much information is deemed classified and sort of ‘'it's for your own good that you don't 
know this’” (Appendix 2). Based on our interview data, we can assume that because the 
journalists having a positive attitude towards WikiLeaks, they trust the source (WikiLeaks) and 
perceive the information provided by WikiLeaks to be credible and valuable. Furthermore, Justin 
expressed his opinion about whistleblowing. In the interview he states that he is  “(...) supportive 
of (...) whistle-blowers in general” (Appendix 2). In addition Christian also shared his thoughts 
on whistleblowing: “I think that whistle-blowing should be celebrated in many respects and not 
looked down upon. It takes courage for somebody to come out and you can see the lengths he has 
to go to in order to stay out of jail.” These answers show that the journalists are not sceptical 
about WikiLeaks as a source nor about whistle blowing. As for the journalists opinion about 
Assange and we have received the following responses. Michailis for example stated a general 
opinion about Assange, an opinion that does not have much reflect the influential force on the 
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process of retrieving information. He stated, “[Julian Assange] It’s a personality (...) he did 
something we had never seen before. (...) Bit of an anti-hero to some bit of a hero to other” 
(Appendix 4). Justin response is rather interesting, he answered the following “He’s [Assange] 
probably not the most likeable guy but should that really matter? I don’t think how he comes 
across as a person really changes my opinion of the idea behind everything” (Appendix 2) - with 
this quote we can conclude that for Justin, Assange’s reputation does not exercise any influence 
on his work or for his understand of the credibility of the source (WikiLeaks). He merely sees 
Assange as a player in the equation - a provider / medium of the process of sharing information. 
We can also conclude that Peter’s opinion about Assange does not exercise any influence on his 
understand of the credibility of the source: “I think he's a very brave person but I get the feeling 
that he's quite narcissistic and has some undesirable character traits. I think that he's tried to do a 
good job.” (Appendix 1.) With this quote we assume that Peter comes across as a person who 
does not let his personal opinion (“he’s quite narcissistic and has some undesirable character 
traits”) influence his professional opinion on Assange’s credibility as a source. This professional 
attitude is also visible for Ray as he explicitly answers “He's interesting (...) It doesn't affect my 
opinion of what he's done in the public sphere(...)” (Appendix 5). However, we noticed a rather 
interesting phenomenon. The journalists rely on the credibility of WikiLeaks and Assange as a 
source, while it is being questionable whether WikiLeaks is considered as a news organisation 
and Assange as a journalist: “(...) Assange isn’t a journalist, either by practice, education or 
training. He is, in fact, a convicted hacker whose WikiLeaks site has operated as a photocopier in 
publishing”10. To fall in the category of ‘freedom of speech’, Assange started collaboration 
between WikiLeaks, The Guardian, The New York Times, Der Spiegel, Le Monde and El País. 
Under this notion and to foresee ethical and political issues the WikiLeaks website is proclaiming 
itself now to be ‘news organisation’ and uses the words ‘news’ and ‘journalism’ to underbuilt the 
status. 
 
So therefore we also considered the five cooperating media houses as sources of information. We 
questioned ourselves and especially the journalists ‘How are The Guardian, The New York 
Times, Der Spiegel, Le Monde and El País perceived as sources?’. In our above mentioned 
section ‘gatekeeping’ we have already analysed and discussed the phenomenon of the 5 media 	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
10 Conley, D.. (December 17, 2010); Is WikiLeaks journalism?; The Australian (newspaper) 
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houses being senders (A) of information(X). But we want to specifically express how the image 
of the sender influences the trustworthiness and credibility of the source. Take, for example, 
Michailis stand - his critical standpoint is based on his quote “(...) what do you trust and where is 
your allegiance)?” (Appendix 4) which he uses to underline his argument on “If it’s the five 
biggest media houses (...) not everybody is going to trust them eventually” (Appendix 4). In this 
case Michailis does not consider WikiLeaks as a trustworthy and credible source. But while we 
look at the other journalists’ interviews we can see a different perception. As mentioned in the 
gatekeeping section, Peter and Justin are positive concerning the pre-selection process. Peter for 
example said “WikiLeaks is a private organisation and they can choose to release information 
according to their best judgement which is what it probably all comes down to. As far as I'm 
concerned I think they chose the right organisations, they chose organisations that were willing to 
cooperate.” (Appendix 1.) The conclusion is supplemented by Justin’s answer: “It makes sense to 
go to The New York Times, El País, Der Spiegel and so on.  I think these publications have 
earned that trust because they all have established brands and the rest of the media is going to 
follow suit” (Appendix 2). With this we can draw the conclusion that the it was a wise move of 
WikiLeaks to establish a collaboration with the 5 media houses as they are considered to be 
trustworthy and credible sources due to their brand, reputation and in-house journalists. In 
addition Ray made an interesting comment “I think it's a lot of information and The Times have a 
different perspective and The Guardian have a different perspective” - this supports the 
conclusion of the five media houses being credible sources based on the expertise of the 
individual media houses and trustworthiness.  
 
During the interviews it came to our attention that the journalists are mainly retrieving their 
information through Danish newspaper, Peter said “(...) we keep a close eye on the Danish media” 
(Appendix 1)  like Jylland post the underlying reason for doing so is because The Copenhagen 
Post presents Danish news in English, therefore the correlation between The Copenhagen Post 
and for example Jylland post stand central. This is also due to the fact that The Copenhagen Post 
is limited in their resources (“... given the realities of lacking money and manpower… - quote by 
Justin from Appendix 2). The fact that the journalists use Danish newspapers as their source to 
retrieve information suggests their credibility of those Danish newspapers is considered 
trustworthy and as expertise sources. It functions as the foundation for how they write their 
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articles. The relations between different local and international actors and their role in the social 
construction of WikiLeaks as a news source show us the discourses that form the globalisation 
challenges and opportunities.  
 
Audience	  and	  their	  role	  in	  shaping	  the	  discourse	  towards	  WikiLeaks	  at	  The	  
Copenhagen	  Post	  	  
Domscheit-Berg and Klopp maintain, “the classified information provided by WikiLeaks targets 
different categories of audience.” Basically, any person who has an interest in the corporate, 
social and political news can be a part of WikiLeaks' audience.” (Domscheit-Berg and Klopp, 
2011). But what do we mean by audience? It is true that “the target audience of both gatekeepers 
is the public interested in the leaks.” “However, a second audience is the one that intervenes 
between WikiLeaks and the large audience: e.g. The New York Times, The Guardian and Der 
Spiegel” (Pop, 2012: p. 21) The Copenhagen Post is in itself therefore also an audience of sorts, 
as it is a gatekeeper of information (see previous section on Gatekeeping).  
 
It is therefore prudent to analyse our interviews from the perspective of them being the audience 
of information from WikiLeaks, much of which has been discussed in the section 'organisational 
ideology' where we talked about how they see themselves in relation to their readership and how 
this moulds their perspective on different matters, for example their role as mediators in the 
dissemination of news material from WikiLeaks. More importantly, an understanding of the 
characteristics of the final audience of The Copenhagen Post is needed, as given through the 
answers to our questions. One can argue that the audience are a key factor in influencing other 
aspects of the Wesley Mclean model, such as Gatekeeping and organisational ideology.  
 
With this said, a preliminary observation would be that some of our target group have a good, 
concise and well articulated understanding of their audience and the requirements that The 
Copenhagen Post needs to meet as far as addressing their needs is concerned. Others are less 
articulate on the same issue. Generally, it would appear that the journalists that are higher up in 
the organisational hierarchy (such as Justin Cremer and Peter Stanners - see appendices 1 and 2) 
are more aware of their audience (and the organisational practices of the paper) whilst others are 
less aware. We could argue that their general stance is related to the amount of knowledge they 
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have about the subject matter and their internal experience and role in The Copenhagen Post. 
Michailis Nielsen, for example, is critical of his own judgements when he states: 
 
“I think it would be an idea as a journalist to be able to be somehow provide a guide towards 
what it is that is happening with these things because a lot of people think anarchistically about it 
- eradicate corruption; but they don’t know the details.” “I am one of them.” “Sometimes I don’t 
understand what’s going on with everything that’s being released.” (Appendix 4, question 9). 
 
Given his status as a freelance contributor, one can argue that he his less informed on matters 
such as WikiLeaks and perhaps also less aware of the specific nature of the audience of The 
Copenhagen Post.   
 
A more in-depth look at the general perceptions relating to the audience reveals a general 
consensus around certain audience characteristics. Based on this, one can infer that The 
Copenhagen Post's audience are a niche within Danish society with very specific requirements. 
The readership base is small; “A fraction of the Danish population” (see appendix 2, Justin 
Cremer, question 15).  Moreover, this clientele have very specific needs, as they are somehow 
kept in the dark with regards to many affairs in Denmark, according to our interviewees. This is 
exemplified by, for instance, Peter Stanners when he says, “We (The Copenhagen Post) have to 
give a lot more background and a lot more context to our writing” “ We can't simply assume that 
our readers know how things work in Denmark” (Appendix 1, Peter Stanners, question 15). Ray 
Weaver seconds this by contending that, given that a large portion of The Copenhagen Post's 
readership are expats and immigrants, they therefore “write from an expat point of view, We try 
to help people navigate Danish society in a way, to navigate the denseness and the bureaucracy of 
being a foreigner on Danish soil.” (Appendix 5, question 15). To reiterate, the nature of such a 
readership base, such an audience, is one of the factors behind the formation of the organisational 
ideology of The Copenhagen Post, it itself a determining factor in the relationship that the 
publication has towards WikiLeaks and the mediation of confidential information.  
 
As a concluding point within the analysis of the understanding our interviewees have of their 
audience, we feel that it's wise to return to the issue of public interest, more specifically the 
considerations that media should have in mind when addressing their audience. Iggers maintain 
	   50	  
that, with regard formulating news for their audience, media should keep the following tenets in 
mind:  
 
1. “Seeking and reporting as much truthful, accurate, and significant news as 
possible by using honest, fair and courageous newsgathering and reporting 
methods;” 
2. “Acting independently from sources, subjects and others who would unfairly 
manipulate the news coverage to their own advantages and counter to the public 
interest;” 
3. “Minimizing the harm and discomfort that journalism often entails, and treat 
sources, subjects and colleagues as human beings deserving of respect, not merely 
as means to journalistic ends.” (Iggers, 1999) 
 
From the aforementioned, we can determine that The Copenhagen Post does incorporate these 
considerations with regard to how they address their audience. Whether this is true in practice or 
not is something we will not get into, as we have not read any news articles from the newspaper 
to determine the correlation between what they say and what is published. However, we can say 
that several of our interviewees touch on the issues above in their considerations on what is 
relevant to publish for their audience. Christian Wenande, for example refers to “being aware of 
the source and acting accordingly” (appendix 13, question 13), which correlates to point number 
2 above. Ray Weaver is even more articulate as concerns the ethics that need to be considered 
with respect to addressing an audience. He talks about wanting to “see all the (WikiLeaks) 
information” all at once as opposed to have it filtered through the five media houses (appendix 5, 
question 13). To expand on this, he is also self critical, stating that he “should be more diligent 
about going through first-hand sources and not reading the filtered versions in The Times, The 
Guardian or whatever because all of this comes through a reporter's perspective,” (appendix 5 
question 11), thus reflecting that he is taking tenets 1 and 2 from Black et al into consideration. 
Ray also expresses a concern for the potential harm that journalism can cause, when he wonders 
“whether they (The five media houses) are possibly endangering somebody's life by not releasing 
all the information” (appendix 5, question 12) inferring a concern for the journalistic goals of the 
five media house charged with releasing WikiLeaks information. Indeed most of the other 
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journalists express concerns related to the agendas of these five media companies, with the 
exception of Justin Cremer (Appendix 2), who believes that they are full-proof institutions by 
virtue of being established brands that have earned a position of authority.  What we can 
conclude thus is that it is apparent from our research that the journalists at The Copenhagen Post 
consider different journalistic practices with regard to the manner in which they address their 
audience. They are critical of their sources, seem to investigative issues in as much depth as they 
can (albeit despite a lack of manpower and resources) and have an awareness of journalism being 
a means to achieve certain ends yet not at the expense of compromising respect towards those it 
involves. With respect to how The Copenhagen Post sees its audience, we can conclude that the 
interviewees seem to have a good understanding of their readership (a niche and context-deprived 
group within Danish society). They also seem to be aware of what this readership requires and 
how they can best address such requirements through journalistic practice. This all influences the 
manner in which they perceive WikiLeaks and the relationship they have with it, a relationship 
that we will expand on in our discussion.  
 
Globalisation	  and	  its	  impact	  in	  a	  Danish	  context	  	  
In this section we will focus on the four categories namely - audience, source, organisational 
ideology and gatekeeping, to discuss the social and cultural dimensions of journalistic discourses 
about WikiLeaks by international journalists in Denmark from globalization perspective. 
 
WikiLeaks	  in	  the	  Danish	  social	  context	  
With respect to the interview, our informants characterized WikiLeaks as a global phenomenon 
that is interesting because individuals have the right to know what their leaders and governments 
are doing. However, in the Danish context, our informants unanimously agreed that issues about 
WikiLeaks, though interesting is not a very important one given the narrow scope of their 
audience who are of non-Danish background. They note that because there is free access to 
public information in Denmark and therefore WikiLeaks does not seem to be very relevant 
especially given the fact that Denmark is not a big player on the international scene. “… The 
accentuation of symbolic distancing from spatial – temporal contexts of everyday 
life…”(Thompson 1995: 175). This means that the localized appropriation of WikiLeaks does not 
seemingly have much relevance in the Danish social context because the audience is small and 
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the leaks are not very much about Denmark “…an approach which is concerned both with 
meaningful character of symbolic forms and with their social contextualization ” (Thompson, 
1995: 10). 
 
Justin, one of our informants puts it this way, “We have a very small scope here - we only focus 
on Denmark and let's be honest, Denmark is a small player on the global scene, so how much in 
WikiLeaks is about Denmark? I don't know, probably not that much...” (Appendix 2.) Alluding to 
this is Peter, another informant who says that given the right to public access to information in 
Denmark, WikiLeaks does not appear to be much interesting to the international audience. He 
says, “...what is interesting in a country like Denmark is that there is much less of a need for 
something like WikiLeaks because there is so much access to public information; less so with the 
new freedom of information law, the ‘offentlighedens’ law which is pretty scandalous”(Appendix 
1). The ‘offentlighedsloven’ refers to the ‘freedom of information act’. This law was enacted in 
Denmark and is prohibitive because it is aimed at restricting journalists and the public from 
access to government documents that they are not part of. We view this as a problem because this 
means that the international journalists will have a hard time publishing any classified 
information such as leaks (WikiLeaks) about Denmark making it impossible, for both the 
international audience of The Copenhagen Post and the Danish media in general to have access to 
such news. Consequently, this ‘freedom of information act’ does challenge both the right to 
‘freedom of the press’ and that of ‘right to freedom of information‘ enshrined in the Danish 
constitution, thus becoming a source of tension and conflict. This appears to be what Thompson 
means when he states that, “…the localized appropriation of globalized media products is also a 
source of tension and potential conflict and it is a source partly because media products can 
convey images and messages which clash with, or do not entirely support the values associated 
with a traditional way of life”(Thompson, 1995: p. 177). 
 
Effect	  of	  globalization	  
Some of our informants note with concern that albeit these leaks and disclosures might be 
interesting, it could also have potential consequences both for the individuals and for national 
security of some countries given interconnectedness and interdependency of different parts of the 
world. Ray aptly captures this scenario when he applauds Snowden’s courage of becoming a 
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whistle-blower adding that, “Although I have nothing but respect for Mr Snowden and what he is 
trying to do, there is always that part of me that wonders - Is this information going to put some-
one's life in danger? That's always in the back of my mind but that being said, as a human being 
and as a citizen of the world. I respect him for what he did”(Appendix 5). Another informant, 
Christian took a rather ambivalent stance reasoning that the public has the right to information 
but at the same time these leaked sensitive information have the capability to endanger countries. 
In his words, “on the one side it’s nice to know what is going on. It’s nice to have some of those 
secrets out in the open but the other aspect of it is that it’s a matter of national security” 
(Appendix 3, question 6).  “The stretching of social, political and economic activities across 
frontiers such that events, decisions and activities in one region of the world can come to have 
significance for individuals and communities in distant regions of the globe. In this sense, it 
embodies trans-regional interconnectedness, the widening reach of networks of social activity 
and power, and the possibility of action at a distance” (Held et al., 1999:15). Thompson (1995) 
also argues that, “…the localized appropriation of globalized media products is also a source of 
tension and potential conflict and it is a source partly because media products can convey images 
and messages which clash with, or do not entirely support the values associated with a traditional 
way of life” (Thompson, 1995: 177). One example of this was expressed by Christian who 
reasons, “it's an advantage as far as it’s nice to know what's going on, know what your 
government is doing. A disadvantage would be the national security and that sort of thing- people 
getting outed-issues of innocence and that sort of thing.  Maybe it could have some sort of 
snowball effect with issues sparking a debate after another which doesn't really help the bonds of 
trust between government and the people”(Appendix 3, question 14).  Based on this, we can infer 
that globalisation shapes the way in which  ‘The Copenhagen Post’ enters into discourses even 
though their main target audience is immigrants in Denmark who are interested in international 
news. At the same time, the journalists encounter some problems such as the prohibitive 
‘freedom of information act’ that has been passed in Denmark to control public access to 
classified information such as leaks about Denmark that potentially may have consequences or 
negative impacts for Denmark and its people.  
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Media	  sphere	  of	  influence	  
Thompson (1995) talks about how communication comprises of production, transmission and 
reception of symbolic forms of fixation that allows for certain degrees of production that he calls 
– “the commodification of symbolic forms”. This very much relates to our discussion about 
organizational ideology and more so gatekeeping, which we described as fluid essentially 
because the ideological characteristics of various sources have a shaping effect in the production 
of news discourses. In this regard, our informants speak about how every news media publishes 
aspect of news they find relevant for their audience and communicate it in a specific context that 
they see fit for their organisation. For instance, Ray articulates this point clearly when he talks 
about WikiLeaks and the five newspapers. He states, “I think it’s a lot of information and The 
Times have a different perspective and The Guardian have a different perspective and Al Jazeera 
– everyone is going to present the information in a different way…” (Appendix 5, question 12). 
In a like manner, Christian re-echoes what Ray has said regarding the five newspapers noting that 
“Clearly if they are making decisions as to what is publishable and what's not, it obviously raises 
some ethical issues. I don't know who owns those newspapers but more and more it's business 
that runs newspapers. They're pulling the strings, so who is to say that they won't leave something 
out if it's detrimental to their interests?” (Appendix 2, question 11). Peter agrees on this news 
censorship saying that it is always done in consideration of what the newspaper wants to achieve 
as well as having their audience in mind. He puts it this way, “As a journalist, you’re performing 
self-censorship on a lot of levels anyway because you’re trying, with stories to spark certain 
debates and certain responses” (Appendix 1, question 13). This shows that in the process of 
reproducing and transmitting news such as leaked classified information, media organisations 
adapt and commodity these global media products to either satisfy their audience or gratify their 
own interests. With this comes to issue of symbolic forms, which Thompson (1995) identifies as 
consisting economic, political, coercive (military) and symbolic. Relating this to our interview, 
our informants point to how the major five media houses have managed to make the public 
believe and accept these leaks as credible given their broad economic base, political influence 
and symbolic attribute as credible and reputable international media organisations when they 
publish them acting as accurate sources. With regard to our interviews, our informants seem to 
have divergent views and opinions about this symbolic economic and political power of these 
five media houses. On the one hand, some agreed that WikiLeaks collaborates with these major 
media house because they have both a global audience and strong economic base compared to a 
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relatively small newspaper like The Copenhagen Post, for example. For instance, Justin says, “If 
I had some explosive, secret information, I wouldn't just give it out willy-nilly to anybody. I 
definitely wouldn't go to The Copenhagen Post and maybe if we're lucky five thousand people 
are going to read about it. It makes sense to go to The New York Times, El País, Der Spiegel and 
so on. I think these publications have earned that trust because they all have established brands 
and the rest of the media is going to follow suit” (Appendix 2, question 10). On the other hand, 
some informants state that these five media organisations are key to the spread of these secretive 
leaked information by virtue of the fact that they have competent manpower or skilled journalist 
who are able to go through a vast amount of information while at the same time provide accurate 
information in terms of actual contexts within which these leaks are situated. For example, Peter 
says, “It takes skilled journalists who understand data to do that so the best people around to do 
that are these major newspapers”(Appendix 1, question 11). As our data show, there is a 
symbolic power difference between different news organisations. For instance, the five media 
organisations use their brand and leverage (such as economic, political and journalistic 
competence) to make their publication more credible to their global audience as opposed to ‘The 
Copenhagen Post’ with limited resources to obtain such information but instead relies heavily on 
reproducing contents from ‘Jylland Posten’ and a plethora of other news sources, thereby raising 
more issues of credibility.  
 
Multiple	  sources	  and	  effects	  of	  the	  Internet	  
In terms of the role of the digital media as global communication platform especially with regard 
to leaked secretive political information, our informants note that The Copenhagen Post,  relies 
heavily on secondary sources of information to publish their newspaper which might be first and 
foremost, from ‘Jylland-Posten’ with whom they have contract as well as a variety of other 
sources such as the WikiLeaks site, Google search engine, other newspapers and generally on the 
web or internet(blogs) and so on. According to Thompson, “The development of communication 
media creates new forms of action and interaction and new kinds of relationships” (Thompson, 
1995: 81-82). This is also noticeable in our experience with the international journalists. For 
instance, when the informants were asked about their source(s) of information, one of our 
informants, Christian responds: “Various sources! Google, other media writing about the subject 
and so on. I think it's good to gather a bunch of different sources, sometimes with different 
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opinions in order to get a better overview. Obviously the media seems to be more and more 
biased these days; we don't seem to see that much neutral media anymore” (Appendix 3, question 
9). In terms of sources, Justin indicates he would navigate the web in search of information such 
as leaks information. In his words, “My first shot would be to go first to WikiLeaks – searching 
through their database” (Appendix 2, question 9). This multiplicity of sources raise a lot of 
questions about credibility of sources, the gatekeeping processes the news material has undergone, 
in what context was it written? Thompson (1995) argues that mediated interaction has drawbacks 
because there is lack of monitoring of producers and that electronic technologies have increased 
the capacity to transmit, store and retrieval of information that this system of global 
communication takes places virtually instantaneously (p. 161) As a global phenomenon, the 
existence of this digital media, thus challenges our understanding of traditional mass media 
where source(s) of information is discernible. Christian queries this whole idea of multiple 
sources.  He notes, “it’s always hard to ascertain whether what has been revealed constitutes the 
whole story” (Appendix 3, question 10). He says points out that “This is becoming more difficult 
- one has to look at more and more sources, which is good in a way- there are more and more 
online blogs and so on. At the same time, there are a lot of blogs and sources out there that just 
aren't useful so a lot of times it's like looking for a needle in a haystack. There's a lot of 
information out there” (Appendix 3, question 13). In essence, what could see from this is that 
while the Internet has created opportunities and widened our access to information, it also raises 
some questions about credibility of information especially with regard to WikiLeaks in terms of 
source(s), who is gatekeeping and for whom, what set of ideological orientations are behind it 
and so on? The searching and finding of information about leaked secretive information from 
online sources such as the Internet is a very intricate and complex task for the international 
journalists. This is because there exists a number of news sources such as blogs that provide too 
many information that sometimes do not either provide the right context on the subject or are 
simply not useful. This shows that media products available on a global online platform such as 
the Internet are produced in a specific social and cultural contexts that might make its 
understanding different coupled with the fact that the Internet provides the opportunity for a 
variety of sources and gatekeeping.   
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Discussion	  
Given the interconnectedness and interdependency of the different parts of the world, our 
empirical data have shown that globalisation, in one way or another has greatly influenced the 
dissemination of leaked classified information especially given the digital age. This influence is 
reflected on our four categories namely – source, audience, organizational ideology and 
gatekeeping. The leaked secretive information can be obtained from numerous sources. These 
sources can be whistle-blowers, WikiLeaks, the five collaborating media organization, other 
media outlets and the Internet. These sources perform different gatekeeping before releasing 
classified information to the public. 
 
Gatekeepers	  under	  the	  influence	  of	  digital	  media	  and	  global	  news	  production	  
As our data show, gatekeeping is a complex and intricate process because it involves multiple 
gatekeepers at different levels of the spread of leaked secretive information. At the same time, 
globalisation allows The Copenhagen Post to involve many sources of information such as the 
Internet and even directly from whistle-blowers. Our data also indicated that there are power 
relations (symbolic, economic and political) connected with the gatekeeping process where the 
top players such as WikiLeaks and the five media organisations first decide on which information 
to make public. These selected information from them then passes on to other media 
organisations such as Politiken and Jyllands Posten, who also decide on which information or 
what part of it that should be published. The same applies when they obtain information from 
other sources that in turn is censored. In the case of The Copenhagen Post, they do not have the 
resources but depends on the mainstream Danish media for most of their contents. However, our 
data also shows that the international journalists also search for leaked secret information from 
the web and produce their contents based on their professional experience, background, values, 
beliefs and personal attitudes that Shoemaker and Reese referred to in their theory. Moreover, 
another level of gatekeeping is the one that involves the government that Shoemaker and Reese, 
called ‘external entities’. Accordingly, our data show that the Danish government’s restrictive 
law known as ‘offentlighedsloven’ designed to prevent the Danish public and the press from 
accessing classified documents that relate to Denmark including leaks. Given this multiple 
gatekeeping process, we find that there are credibility issues. As globalisation has opened up the 
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frontiers of sharing information, it has also opened up opportunities for new gatekeepers in the 
process of retrieving information.  
 
Source	  and	  how	  it	  is	  influenced	  by	  globalisation	  	  
The journalists from The Copenhagen Post rely mainly on secondary sources of information 
when researching and publishing information. The flow of information is heavily influenced due 
to the fact that The Copenhagen Post needs to encounter multiple sources of information. Each 
source leaves an imprinted opinion on how they perceive the information, which as a 
consequence influences how the journalists from The Copenhagen Post read and perceive the 
information. Given the vast amount of information available through these multiple sources, the 
journalists more often than not find it difficult to navigate through the data, which can be 
compared with finding a needle in a haystack. However, as mentioned earlier the newspaper 
organization is heavily dependent on external sources, which may have different social and 
cultural context. They feel that the Internet has created more opportunities to access information.  
 
Organisational	  Ideology	  and	  the	  challenges	  of	  mediating	  global	  information	  to	  a	  
specific	  local	  context	  
Organisational ideology is one of the pivotal points that define the relationship of The 
Copenhagen Post to WikiLeaks. It is a notion in flux, whose definition is negotiated from 
different perspectives (those of the individual interviewees as a primary example). This meaning 
negotiation does not result in a concrete, defined ideology per se, but rather one that is in a 
process of constant redefinition and re-negotiation, in keeping with theories of social 
constructionism. Organisational ideology manifests itself in a twofold manner through the 
empirical research conducted. On the one hand, it is determined by the hierarchical position of 
particular interviewees at The Copenhagen Post and by the amount of experience they have with 
WikiLeaks and matters of secrecy. Generally, the higher up in the organisation an interviewee 
and the more his experience with writing articles related to WikiLeaks, the more articulate his 
opinion concerning the perceived organisational ideology of the newspaper. On the other hand, 
organisational ideology is influenced by what goes on in the sub-set of Danish society that 
involves immigrants in the country and their requirements insofar as news mediation is concerned. 
An understanding of the needs and nature of this target group helps insofar as providing insight 
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as to the implied ideological direction – as The Copenhagen Post to a large extent tailors their 
news content based on the requirements of their target group, which leads us to a discussion of 
our next analytical point, the audience.  
 
The	  role	  of	  audiences	  in	  the	  construction	  of	  discourse	  	  
The audience can be understood as the target group of The Copenhagen Post's news mediation. 
The nature of their audience, as perceived by the interviewees we spoke to helps define the 
organisational ideology as discussed above, which in turn influences the general stance that the 
publication has towards WikiLeaks. It would appear that the interviewees defined their target 
group as immigrants in Denmark who occupy a niche within journalism markets. This target 
group is one with very specific needs given their linguistic displacement, as they are unable to 
speak and understand Danish in many cases. For this reason, The Copenhagen Post sees itself as 
a bridge in the mediation process, charged with not merely reporting the Danish news in English, 
as per se their motto and operational maxim, but also providing context to bridge the cultural void 
unaddressed by Danish journalism, insofar as this specific audience is concerned. We also 
discussed certain journalistic traits that are important when addressing an audience, such as 
respecting others in the field of journalism across different agendas and interests, verifying 
sources using them critically and so on. From our interviews, it would appear that The 
Copenhagen Post has an awareness of these considerations and addresses its audience with such 
an ethos in mind. What is significant about the audience of The Copenhagen Post is that their 
audience is specifically immigrant living in Denmark with different national background. The 
theme of globalisation flows throughout the content produced, as this is their focus, providing 
global information relevant to their foreign audience interests’. However, the linguistic and 
contextual implications are obstacle in their access to global information that may be relevant for 
them. With this said, it would appear that the relationship of The Copenhagen Post to WikiLeaks 
is quite limited, given that not a lot of the information on WikiLeaks is relevant for the audience 
in question. The organisational ideology though not fixed and constantly in flux is one that is 
based on addressing the needs of a niche audience with very specific needs. 
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Conclusion	  
It is evident that we live in a world that is becoming increasingly interconnected in many respects 
as a consequence of processes of globalization. The dynamics of the spread of information from 
sender to receiver are also increasingly interconnected in such a way that it is easier to share and 
disseminate information, be that information normal or, as is the case of WikiLeaks, secretive. 
The dissemination of information on a global scale has followed a historical trajectory over time 
within which we have become more interconnected as a world through processes of digital 
advancement, free market economies and so on, as Thompson discussed.  
 
Digital technologies have shortened the distances between different actors with the information 
dissemination narrative, helping turn online communities into what Castell calls insurgent 
communities, as discussed at the beginning of this paper. In the digital age, information is no 
longer a commodity that is guarded purely and wholeheartedly by governments and their organs 
of social control such as the military, the church and so on. This has implications on who can 
access what and sparks debate around the same theme, much of which is articulated by the 
journalists at The Copenhagen Post.  
 
If we turn to the original aim of this project, we questioned the construction and diffusion of 
discourses about WikiLeaks and confidential information by international journalists in Denmark, 
with a specific focus on journalists from The Copenhagen Post. Our empirical research focuses 
on our readings of how the journalists interpret the WikiLeaks phenomenon, the process of 
retrieving information and their perspective of all involved gates between themselves and the 
sources. The interviews are conducted in the sphere of a Social Constructionist view. From the 
interviews we learned about the journalists’ routines as far as the retrieval of information from 
and about WikiLeaks is concerned. The aim of The Copenhagen Post is to provide Danish news 
in English for especially expats residing in Denmark. Within the routine of retrieving information, 
the newspaper relies, to a large extent, on news provided by Danish newspapers. This position in 
which they are dependent on others for their news mediation makes them well aware of the fact 
that their position is rather low on the chain of information flow from WikiLeaks, as illustrated in 
some of the diagrams in our analytical section. Moreover, they exercise low to no influence on 
the flow of information. Because the newspaper is content- focused, their range of topic is limited 
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somewhat as they only producing articles related to Danish society and more importantly, that 
have a bearing for international immigrants.  Being so audience-oriented also influences how the 
journalists perceive information. Having such a narrow target audience works as a benefit in their 
investigative journalism practices. However, with the lack of manpower, The Copenhagen Post is 
very much limited in their practices of investigative journalism. The way journalists argued about 
the freedom of speech, we can say that for them in general the spread of leaked information and 
in particular the case of WikiLeaks is a useful tool for the society to practise its level of 
democracy. The Social Constructionist mind-set has played a significant stand on how we 
approach and address the empirical and this gave us an insight on how the journalists perceive 
WikiLeaks. It is apparent that their views are not fixed and are related to their relativistic 
positions within power structures at the organisation. In addition, their process of developing an 
opinion on the matters we discussed is one that is constant negotiation with numerous other 
factors, creating a discourse whose definition is never well and truly set in stone, but rather open 
to constant interpretation and remoulding from different perspectives.  
 
Thus, we have examined the processes through which a specific group of international journalists 
working in a local context for a target group with very specific needs. We have seen how they 
construct meaning and create a discourse around a global concept, WikiLeaks and analysed their 
mediation of information provided from this communication platform with social constructivism 
and globalisation as analytical frames that help us gain an insight into possible reasons for their 
choices and processes. In doing so we have tried to stay as objective as possible in keeping our 
own opinions related to the spread of information globally out of this analysis. Admittedly, 
having a broader target group to analyse may have led to more objectivity, as would a more 
structured interview process. However, given the fact that international journalism in Denmark is, 
as we have discovered, very much a niche affair, we feel that we have done what we could to 
work around the challenges of data gathering, collation and analysis.   
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Appendix	  1	  
 
Peter Stanners, News journalist, The Copenhagen Post   
“Thank you for offering to help us out.” “ Basically we'll be talking 
about the use of WikiLeaks as a platform for the transmission of 
sensitive and sometimes secretive information” “ I understand that 
you have written some articles about this, so you're contribution is 
very relevant. “If you want your name included in the interview, 
that's fine, if you want to remain anon that's also fine ” 
 
“It's fine.” “I'm Peter, the senior journalist at The Copenhagen Post” “I haven't really used 
WikiLeaks that much” “ I've used the diplomatic cable leaks and within that a search function to 
discover what had been written about Denmark and more specifically Cannabis and Cannabis 
legalisation” “My theory is that Cannabis wasn't legalized because of pressure from the U.S 
government and international treaties that Denmark has signed with the West, pushed during the 
sixties.” “ I wanted to see whether this was true” “The Only thing I came across was a 
confidential cable from Laury Faulton, the former U.S. ambassador talking about co-operation 
between the Danish government and U.S. drug enforcement agencies, which confirms something 
I could have found out if I called them and just asked them” “But maybe not.” “ I suppose, 
having it written down on paper and then talking about the fact that they were co-operating to me 
suggests that there was a lot more co-operation than they are willing to talk about” “ The problem 
with all these cables in a country such as Denmark, is that it's not that interesting a country on the 
global scene so if you search through these cables there's really very little about what I write 
about” “It's caused no end of diplomatic embarrassment for other countries and I suppose if 
you're looking at WikiLeaks you have to look at the types of leaks” “I think the diplomatic 
cables, it was really interesting to see what sort of tone diplomats are using to discuss various 
countries and the tone that was being used about Denmark was one of moderate disapproval 
towards immigration policies and intolerance and so on.” “That was interesting but I don't know 
whether it's so useful and thinking about it, I believe that these diplomats need space to talk to 
each other just like businesses need space to talk to each other and yet these are our leaders and a 
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lot of the stuff that's come out in these leaks have been so desperately entertaining.” “I can't name 
one particular example now but there are many about different despots all around the world, 
ambassadors have also been called out” “Anyway as I said, that's the only time I ever used it and 
I suppose If you were reporting on a country where there is more conflicts or where the U.S had 
greater interests then there would be more to write about”  
 
 
(1) “I'm going to take you back just a little bit- to some background information that we 
asked everyone at the start of the interview, what motivated you to become a journalist ? ” 
 
 
“I've always been interested in different things; I'm not a specialist in anything and I've always 
had lots of ideas- reading articles and getting ideas.” “I then realized I could use that, I could be a 
journalist” “ I took a bachelor in Philosophy and a Masters in sociology and then I messed around 
here for a few years as a photographer and working in bars and then my mum said I should try 
out as a journalist.” “ I gave it a go and I loved it”  
 
 
(2) “How long have you been working as a journalist then?”  
 
 
“Almost three years.” “I trained here and got a job.” “ I'm twenty nine, I was born in Switzerland, 
lived in Italy till I was six, Belgium till I was ten, Copenhagen till I was eighteen, British parents, 
still British – studied in the U.K for six years – bachelor in philosophy, masters in sociology, 
trained as a photographer, moved back to Copenhagen in 2008- freelance for a while.” “2010 
went to study in Manchester, got my journalism certificate, came back in early 2011 and got a job 
here.” “ I speak Danish and English”  
 
 
(3) How long have you been working for The Copenhagen Post ?  
 
 
2 years  
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 (4) “Why did you choose to work for The Copenhagen Post?” 
 
 
“That's a difficult one.” “ I moved back to Copenhagen after my masters in 2008” “I'd packed 
everything I owned and moved to The U.K to train as a journalist.” “I thought that was it for me 
in Copenhagen and then sent off one application after another for an internship and got nothing 
so I figured i'd do an internship at The Copenhagen Post.” “I did a three week internship and they 
offered me one job which I turned down and another which I took.”     
 
 
(5) “Besides The Copenhagen Post, are you involved in any other sort of journalistic 
work?”  
 
 
“I'm involved in creative journalistic writing at Bitchslap magazine” “ I've got a lot more space to 
write about whatever I want to write about.” “ I try to popularize issues there, so for instance, I 
did a local guide to the elections for them a few weeks back.”   
 
 
The Copenhagen Post and WikiLeaks  
 
 
(6) “As you know that we are writing our project about WikiLeaks.” “What is your opinion 
regarding WikiLeaks as a platform for the global distribution of classified and sensitive 
information? ” 
 
 
“It's a huge question.” “ It's got so many ethical issues involved in it.” “I think that one of the 
most important points is the fact that we empower our governments and politicians, we give them 
a mandate to rule for us, but how are we supposed to give a proper mandate if we don't know 
what's going on ?” “I think that the collateral damage video was really important in that sense, 
when we saw what was going on in Iraq and the callousness of killing in a place where we 
basically had no role and we left in total disrepair” “That enabled us to make better decisions, 
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like what we're doing in Afghanistan right now-pulling out slowly and trying to set them up in a 
different way” “ I'm not an expert, but I would think that, especially the Afghan war logs had a 
lot to do with that.”  “I think that if you give people privacy, they will abuse it and I think that 
what is interesting in a country like Denmark is that there is much less of a need for something 
like WikiLeaks because there is so much access to public information; less so with the new 
freedom of information law, the offentlighedsloven which is pretty scandalous.” “If you look at a 
country like Sweden for example, things are incredibly open” “ If you are a politician, if you are 
a mayor, every single one of your emails has to be completely open to the public.”  “Then there's 
the other side of something like WikiLeaks, that being that people need a private space to operate 
and make decisions and share information without the risk of people coming in and casting a 
judgement without knowing the full story” “That's very much the case with a lot of the stories on 
WikiLeaks and the diplomatic cables, you search for something and you think you have a story 
but all of a sudden you don't because you have no idea of the context in which it is set.” “So there 
are enormous dangers and there definitely needs to be a balance between all these things” “ I 
think what they (WikiLeaks) tried to do in the beginning involving The Guardian and some other 
papers and using journalists are intermediaries instead of just dumping information on the public 
was a very wise move.” “ It was a responsible move.” “  We need information to make decisions 
but our leaders also need some sort of space to share information” “ I talked to my dad who is a 
civil servant of sorts and he said ' if people could just access my emails publicly in order to make 
sure that there was no corruption, well, we wouldn't write emails to each other- we'd just meet in 
the hallway,' such discussions would be off the record, so there are always ways to bypass writing 
down information.”   
(7) “What do you think about Julian Assange ?”  
 
 
“I can't really cast a personal judgement on a man like him.”  “  I think he's a very brave person 
but I get the feeling that he's quite narcissistic and has some undesirable character traits” “ I think 
that he's tried to do a good job but he had to deal with spies and infiltrators and so on, I mean is 
he still living in that embassy?”  
 
 
“I believe he his”  
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 “He's still in the embassy; I mean it's a huge personal cost !” “As I said I think he's quite brave”  
 
 
(8) “ Have you written any articles for The Copenhagen Post involving WikiLeaks?” 
 
 
“ I wrote a story about how the FBI had taken an Icelandic WikiLeaks infiltrator and do you 
know the story of this guy ?”  
 
 
“Vaguely, I'm sketchy on the details”  
 
 
“This kid is fantastic, he's an absolute narcissist – 18 years old and he joins WikiLeaks, thinks it's 
fantastic, gets a bit in over his head and then basically goes to the American embassy in Iceland 
and says ' I will be your informant.' “ The FBI go to Iceland to interview him and the Icelandic 
government finds out that the FBI is interviewing in Iceland, which they don't have the right to” “ 
So what do they do ?” “They fly to Denmark and they interview him twice, once in Copenhagen 
and once in Århus and he hands over two or three hard drives full of information about 
WikiLeaks and Julian Assange...”  
 
 
“Which he just picked out himself ?”  
 
 
“Yeah, that he just stole.” “This guy was one of the right hand men in the WikiLeaks 
organisation.” “I wrote two stories about it and I'm in the process of writing to the government to 
find out whether or not they allowed the FBI to come here, whether they were aware of what was 
going on” “If the Danish government lets the FBI question foreign citizens on its land, I don't 
think that's acceptable but again, that's not a use of WikiLeaks, it's more a WikiLeaks story”  
 
 
9) If you were to write something about WikiLeaks, how would you go about finding 
relevant information? Which sources would you use? 
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 “When WikiLeaks stories come up what we do is we keep a close eye on the Danish media and 
when they do we basically say 'Jyllands Posten is reporting this or Politiken is reporting this.' but 
it's been a while since we've done anything. ” “  WikiLeaks seems to be fading; the NSA seems to 
be the  hot topic at the moment.”  
 
 
10) “Do you encounter any difficulties retrieving information from WikiLeaks or about 
WikiLeaks ?”  
 
 
“I don't really use it directly, so no”  
 
 
11) “WikiLeaks and five major media houses (such as Le Monde, The Guardian, The New 
York Times, El Pais and Der Spiegel) carry out a pre-selection process before information 
from the original WikiLeaks source is leaked.” “They decide which information is to be 
published.” “ What do you think about this pre-selection process ?”  
 
 
“ I think that nothing's really democratic in the end.” “ WikiLeaks is a private organisation and 
they can choose to release information according to their best judgement which is what it 
probably all comes down to” “As far as I'm concerned I think they chose the right organisations, 
they chose organisations that were willing to co-operate.” “ I don't think you would have had 
someone like The Wallstreet Journal co-operating for instance” “ There are definitely questions 
about this.” “ If it is a leak, why not just leak the whole thing publicly but not everybody is 
capable of drawing the right conclusions.” “It takes skilled journalists who understand data to do 
that so the best people around to do that are these major newspapers.”   
 
 
 
12) “Which opportunities do you foresee with regard to writing articles related to 
information from WikiLeaks ?”  
	   72	  
 
 
“If you're talking about WikiLeaks or leaked information in general, I think that there's a lot to be 
said about leaked information and using it, especially with regards to the NSA, which is the hot 
topic right now.” “ The ethical questions of people such as Bradley Manning or Edward Snowden 
is really interesting” “WikiLeaks has almost had its heyday because the personal problems facing 
Julian Assange right now overshadow the credibility of the entire organisation.” “ Whether or not 
we like it, that's just the way it works”  “I think that specifically with WikiLeaks, it's quite limited 
what they can do and anybody can do what they do, right, appeal to leakers and say 'we'll leak 
this information' “In terms of leaked information, there is an enormous amount to say  and there's 
a lot that we don't know about our privacy and information that's been taken about us, stored 
about us; this idea of being guilty of being investigated for something we've never done” “ The 
legal system has always been about being innocent until somebody has raised charges against you 
but now with this new surveillance system it's more like 'well we're simply going to look at you 
and find dirt about you and if we do, you're in trouble.” “The latest NSA tendency was that of 
tracking down porn habits of people on special lists in order to discredit them” “This is McCarthy 
era sort of stuff, it's really not acceptable.” “Leaked information has raised this ethical question.” 
“On the one hand, we need to protect ourselves from bad people out there in the world and the 
only way to do that sometimes is to intercept information” “On the other hand, we could end up 
in a situation where we have vast amounts of information stored about us that we don't know 
about and that undermines our potential to defend ourselves and travel and experience all the 
rights we're supposed to have” “ The only way that we know about this is through people like 
Edward Snowden leaking information and portals like WikiLeaks definitely therefore have a role 
to play for journalists and for the average people to ensure that they have their rights” “If you 
narrowed it down to leaked information and just whistle-blowers in general, I think you'd have a 
much much more interesting discussion on your hands”  
 
 
13) “What mechanisms of self-censorship are involved in writing articles about WikiLeaks 
or when using information from WikiLeaks ?” 
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“As a journalist, you're performing self-censorship on a lot of levels anyway because you're 
trying, with stories, to spark certain debates and certain responses” “ If you look at what 
Snowden has done and what Glen Greenwald (The Guardian journalist) has done, there's been a 
very conscious game plan on how to release this information and in what order; they are 
developing a story for us, it's constantly this trickle of information.” “ I don't know what he's not 
releasing and I don't know what he's using to determine is too sensitive” “I think that you have to 
think about being a journalist as a storyteller; you have to build up a story, build up an 
awareness.” “ As a journalist, you don't want to mislead people, you don't want to not give them 
information” “So of course there is self-censorship but I can't say whether or not people should 
choose not to like things because they don't think people should be reading it.” “  That's clearly 
the case and that's why we have different newspapers reporting different things.”  
 
 
14)  “Do you see any advantages or disadvantages of the public being able to access 
secretive information ?”  
 
 
“I think it's a double-edged sword” “On the one hand there is this ethical question about a leak 
then been held captive by another organisation that then disperses it at their own will.” “ There 
are huge problems with this.” “ The alternative is to say 'here is all of this information, take of it 
what you will'  “Like I said, people are not able to interpret the data in the most effective way and 
that could lead to misunderstandings and hysteria and bad stories.”  “If you look at some stories, 
for instance Fox news writing, just today, that Obama had closed the U.S embassy in the Vatican- 
front page story” “ There is no embassy in the Vatican- there is not a story- they've just grabbed 
onto something that's not true and it's probably created hysteria across social media with right-
wing bloggers” “So it's not true but especially on the Internet, this stuff exists for ever.” “I've got 
loads of examples of this; people hearing what they want to hear.” “In that sense there is a role 
for journalists and for people who are trained to understand information and then present it to the 
world in the best and most impartial way.” “That's a problem because who do you decide is the 
most impartial journalist ? So we're caught between these two things and its an unresolvable 
conflict.”  
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15) “Given the fact that the Copenhagen Post is a Danish paper writing in English (Danish 
news in English), do you address articles in a different manner then the Danish 
newspapers?” 
 
 
“Definitely.” “We are the only source of news about Denmark, in English.” “ If the rest of the 
world wants to know something about Denmark in English, it's us they go to.” “ We have to give 
a lot more background and a lot more context to our writing” “ We can't simply assume that our 
readers know how things work in Denmark – for instance consensus politics or the government 
agreeing the budget with the opposition  and even though it's not been passed in parliament, we 
all know that it's going to pass.” “ There's not many countries where that happens so we have to 
provide context.”  
 
 
 
16) If you were to write articles about WikiLeaks, what would you wish to achieve? 
 
 
“The very purpose of the newspaper is to be useful.” “We have to be useful and informative, we 
have to perform our public service.” “ Secretive information is of course information that people 
don't know about and that they very often should know about” “ We've talked about all the 
different consequences that the NSA have on our lives and people should know about this 
because, as I said right at the beginning, we are the ones who empower our leaders 
democratically but we can't make the right decisions if we don't know what they are doing with 
their power.”  “Just look at America, this NSA stuff has had no impact on the right-wing, they 
don't even care and that's o.k.” “If the right wing in America wants to have a government that 
spies on them, that keeps tabs on them, fair enough- at least they know now”  
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Appendix	  2	  
Justin Cremer, News editor, The Copenhagen Post 
“Justin Cremer, 35, American. Been in The Copenhagen Post for 3 
years.” “I'm the news editor, so it's basically me who determines what 
we're going to cover on a daily basis, what's going to go into the 
newspaper on a weekly basis and doing all this with the realities of 
what we have in mind, which is a very very small operation that for the 
most part has to follow the Danish press because we don't have the 
resources to do anything else.”  
 
 
“What did you study back in Iowa ?” 
 
 
“I studied communication and I worked for my university newspaper as well, as an editor at one 
point.” I was there for 2 years and slowly worked up. I pulled back in my last year so I could 
concentrate on graduating and I was just an opinion columnist cos I'm full of opinions  
 
 
“How long have you been in Denmark ?”  
 
 
“3 years.” “ I started this job within months of getting here.” “I lived in Denmark one other time 
before; that was 2004 / 2005.” “So depending on how you want to count it.” “ In total it's over 
four years, three in a row” 
 
 
(1) “What motivated you to become a journalist ?” 
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“I've always been a bit of a news junkie.” “Growing up my parents always bought a newspaper so 
it's sort of what I know- every morning you read a newspaper while you eat your cereal.” “ I 
probably started out reading the comics and the sports sections and so on and got interested in a 
wider array of topics as I got older” “ As far as I came to this job- I lived here for a year prior and 
of course having a Danish wife, it was a lot of back and forth.”  
 
 
(2) “How long have you been working as a journalist ?”  
 
 
“I guess if you add up the two jobs where I worked as a journalist, it's about five years.” “I also 
have a lot of communication jobs; i've been on both sides of the spectrum.” “I've also been the 
guys trying to pitch stories to journalists” “So five years as a journalist but something like 
fourteen to fifteen years in communication” “I contributed to my hometown newspaper back in 
the day, The Des Moines register, which is a fairly respected newspaper in Iowa” 
 
 
(3) How long have you been working at The Copenhagen Post ?  
 
 
“3 years.”   
 
 
(4) “Why did you choose to work for the Copenhagen Post?” 
 
 
“I'd always pick up a Copenhagen post at the airport and I thought two things:  
 
 
1. “This would be a really fun place to work” 
2. “ It's not very good and they could use some help”  
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“That's the pitch I gave – “ I just walked in off the street one day and said 'you guys should hire 
me, we can make this a lot better than it is'” “I redesigned the newspaper so we got a new 
website” “ Social media was non-existent when I took over” “We had something like seventy 
Twitter followers , now we have 1700 and our Facebook likes went from something like 800 to 
near the 10´000 mark now”  
 
 
(5) “Besides The Copenhagen Post, are you involved in any other kind of journalistic 
work?” 
 
“I do some freelance work, such as voice-over for educational material” “So this is the only 
journalism work I do at the moment”  
 
 
The Copenhagen Post & WikiLeaks 
 
 
(6) “As you know that we are writing our project about WikiLeaks.” “What is your opinion 
regarding WikiLeaks as a platform for the global distribution of classified and sensitive 
information ? ” 
 
 
“Generally I support what WikiLeaks does.” “I think that far too much information is deemed 
classified and sort of 'it's for your own good that you don't know this.'  “I think that's bad, who are 
these bureaucrats to decide what the public should and should not know ? “ “ If you think about a 
lot of the things that we've discovered over the past ten years or whatever, a lot of them came via 
a whistleblower or through something like WikiLeaks” “ I think we should all be thankful that we 
know these things now. “ It probably doesn't make you sleep better at night knowing that 
everything you do is spied upon but that was happening before, at least now you're aware of it 
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and if you wanted to you could make some precautions to at least throw some roadblocks in their 
way, although I don't think you're going to stop the NSA or anybody else who wants to pry into 
your business.” “ Generally I'm supportive of WikiLeaks and whistle-blowers in general”  
 
 
7) “What about Julian Assange ?” “What do you think of him as a figure associated with 
WikiLeaks?”  
 
 
“He's probably not the most likeable guy but should that really matter ?” “ I don't think how he 
comes across as a person really changes my opinion of the idea behind everything” “God knows 
what really happened with these Swedish women, I mean that's unfortunate all around.” “ It's 
unfortunate for them is whatever they say really happened, happened, it's fortunate for Assange 
because he of course says it did not, and then it's unfortunate for the whole thing because it 
smears it all and again, we shouldn't even have to talk about what we think about him as a person 
but you sort of have to now because he's got criminal charges and he's holed up in an embassy 
and there's  multiple movies about him now which he says are full of shit” “ There are 2 
competing movies about him right now- one is called 'The Fifth Estate' and the other is called 
'We Steal Secrets' and I can't remember which one it was – he went through point by point and 
said ' This is wrong and this is wrong and so on' and the film maker took his points countered 
every one of them, so there's this whole back and forth debate right now” “ I haven't seen either 
movie and probably will not because I don't care about him as a person”  
 
 
(8) “ Have you written any articles for The Copenhagen Post involving WikiLeaks?” 
 
 
“I have not;  we (The Copenhagen Post) have though” “Again, a lot of what we do here, just 
given the realities of lacking money and manpower comes down to reading something in Danish 
and turning it around into English” “There have been revelations that the Danish press has found 
out  that we have written about” “Peter, who I believe you're going to speak to later did do a story 
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on WikiLeaks that was not a breaking news story from our part but it also wasn't one where he 
followed the Danish press” “ It was one where they had this Icelandic guy who turned mole 
against WikiLeaks and released some inside information about them” “ He says that the CIA paid 
for him to  actually stay in hotel rooms in Copenhagen. “ “I process a lot of stories on a daily 
basis, somewhere between eight and ten so I'm a bit sketchy on the exact details” “Peter 
happened to know the British journalist who had written the story for whoever it was- The 
Guardian or The Independent or someone of the sort, so he called him and got some extra 
information and put together a nice story”  
 
 
(9) If you were to write something about WikiLeaks, how would you go about finding 
relevant information? Which sources would you use? 
 
 
“My first shot would be to go straight to WikiLeaks – searching through their database” “ We 
don't have investigative journalists who can spend time digging so it's probably not a scenario 
that we're going to do unless we're aware of something that's really relevant for our readership” “ 
We have a very small scope here- we only focus on Denmark and let's be honest, Denmark is a 
small player on the global scene, so how much in WikiLeaks is about Denmark ?” “I don't know, 
probably not that much- so we'd have to be tipped off first that there's something Danish related 
and then if we heard that through some other means, sure we'd go try to find it”  
 
 
10) “WikiLeaks and five major media houses (such as Le Monde, The Guardian, The New 
York Times, El Pais and Der Spiegel) carry out a pre-selection process before information 
from the original WikiLeaks source is leaked.” “They decide which information is to be 
published.” “ What do you think about this pre-selection process ?”  
 
 
“ I don't have a problem with it.” “ If I had some explosive, secret information, I wouldn't just 
give it out willy nilly to anybody.” “ I definitely wouldn't go to The Copenhagen Post and maybe 
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if we're lucky five thousand people are going to read about it” “It makes sense to go to The New 
York Times, El Pais, Der Spiegel and so on” “ I think these publications have earned that trust 
because they all have established brands and the rest of the media is going to follow suit.” “As 
soon as The New York Times or whoever publishes something, then it's fair game for whoever 
else to write about so I don't really see a problem with somebody who has information choosing 
who they give it to.”  
 
 
11) What mechanisms of self-censorship are involved in writing articles about WikiLeaks 
or when using information from WikiLeaks ?” 
 
 
“Just the same sort of difficulties anybody might have; working in journalism where you want to 
call somebody  and get some clarification or get a statement and they just don't want to  co-
operate.”  This happens a lot, where we call somebody and say 'We read this what do you think 
about it?' “I don't want to talk to you is their answer.” “That's fair enough, that's their choice” 
Beyond that, I can't think of anything that's put a roadblock in front of us, it may just be a matter 
of not knowing the right things to search for or the language barrier we always have to deal with. 
“ “That can be hard when it comes to doing investigative journalism as we need to know what 
different things are called in Danish, what the proper websites that we should be looking for them 
on are and so on” “We don't always know these things” “ I think if we found it there we would 
report about it and say 'according to WikiLeaks, according to documents found via WikiLeaks or 
whatever' “ I would not, as an editor, hold a story and say 'you can't use that because it's 
WikiLeaks” “Again, the odds of us digging something out of there that no one else has seen are 
miniscule” “If it happened, i'd be so excited that we'd broken a story, I wouldn't care; I would say 
'sure, go for it'”  
 
 
“Would you even do so if it's something about the royal family?”  
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“Of course ! Sure ! Why not ?” 
 
 
“Is there anything holding you back ?”  
 
 
“No, nothing aside from the realities of where I work, being that it's unlikely that we're the ones 
to find these things but if we did, yeah, of course I would pull the trigger without hesitation” 
 
 
“Does the government actually have any regulations on what to publish ? I know that we 
have freedom of speech in Denmark but does this really count for everything ?”  
 
 
“As far as I'm aware I haven't heard the government interfering with any media in Denmark” “ If 
they were going to they would probably have stopped those Mohammed drawings” 
 
 
12) “Do you see any advantages or disadvantages of the public being able to access secretive 
information ?” 
 
 
“To reiterate, If we were tipped off that there was something in WikiLeaks of Danish interest, we 
would go find it and write a story” “ The one thing that i'd be sure to do is to send it up the chain 
and make sure that our owner, who is also a lawyer was o.k with it and if he was we would go”  
 
 
 
14)  “Do you see any advantages or disadvantages of the public being able to access 
secretive information ?”  
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“Advantages, definitely”  
 
 
15) “Given the fact that the Copenhagen Post is a Danish paper writing in English” ( The 
Danish news in English), do you address articles in a different manner than the Danish 
newspapers?” 
 
 
“Yes we do.” “ A lot of things that Danish journalists write for a Danish audience is ingrained 
knowledge.” “We have to explain it.” “We had a deal with Jylland's posten that's now expired 
where we could actually translate their stories word for word and in exchange if one went to 
'News in English' on their site, it's our stories that one would be confronted 
with.”  “Unfortunately nine times out of ten this didn't work out because it was something written 
by a Danish journalist for a Danish audience in a very specific context that the reader would 
understand” “We could not make the assumption that our readers would understand the article in 
the same way” “We always have to take a step back and explain extra things” “ A lot of what we 
do is based on what we've already seen Danish journalists do” “ Frankly, It's hard to cast stones 
from The Copenhagen Post because a lot of  people don't think so highly of us, but the Danish 
press is lazy. “Just this week there was a story about this guy called 'the tunnel man' “ Maybe if 
you live here you know who tunnel man is (a guy who's assaulting women in a tunnel)” “My first 
question is, when was this happening ? “We looked at 3 to five articles where nobody bothered to 
say when these attacks were taking place, possibly because it's ingrained in the Danish 
consciousness, within which tunnel man is a known figure” “ So there are a lot of things like this 
where we can't just take what should be a very simple news story and republish it in English” “ A 
lot of times, it requires extra research because there's things that either they didn't bother to say or 
they assumed that people knew without them having to say anything explicit “ The long and short 
of your question boils down to us having to explain things more thoroughly than a Danish 
journalist writing for a Danish audience” 
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16) If you were to write articles about WikiLeaks, what would you wish to achieve? 
 
 
“ The biggest problem is that our potential audience is a fraction of the Danish population” “I 
think that Danes should read our newspaper as most are pretty good at English” “I'd like to think 
that their eyes could be opened a bit to look at how other people view society and the different 
mindsets that some of us may have” “It's completely oversimplifying things but all of us are 
going to look at things differently than a lot of Danes would” “ I think that it would be helpful, 
informative, entertaining maybe even a little prod for Danes to look at our operation and think 
'Why do people who aren't Danish think about us that way ? '” I would like to think that Danes 
could learn something about their own country if they read something about their own country 
from non-fellow Danes but getting Danish readership is like the holy grail here.” “ We haven't 
quite broken through” 
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Appendix	  3	  
Christian Wenande, part-time news journalist, The Copenhagen Post  
“Perhaps you could start by telling us something about yourself; 
where you're from and a bit of background information”  
 
 
“I'm half Danish, half American.” “Grew up mostly here and in 
Norway.” “I lived in The States and Australia as well.” “So this 
WikiLeaks thing for me is a bit weird.” “On the one side as a journalist, it's interesting, we have 
the recent NSA scandal, which shows the shenanigans the U.S government is up to; the lengths 
that they are going to, to protect their information for whatever reason;  the war  on terror and 
what have you ” “The Danish response is also interesting to look at.” “Denmark is a country that 
is keen on transparency so the NSA revelations come as a big shock”  
 
 
1) “What motivated you to become a journalist ?”  
 
 
“I started writing when I was in high school.” “I read some fantasy books which prompted me to 
pick up a pen and start writing.” “I don't think I ever said to myself 'o.k., I want to be journalist,' I 
had some other ideas. “ “ But I kept writing and improving and it became part of my scholastic 
endeavours.” “I then went to Australia and did a bachelor in journalism there and stayed on and 
did  a Masters in International Relations”    
 
 
2) How long have you been working as a journalist ?  
 
 
“Three years or so”  
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3) “How long have you been working at The Copenhagen Post ?”  
 
 
“I did my internship here for three months in 2010 and then I came back later, so it's almost two 
years “  
 
 
4) “Why did you decide to work at The Copenhagen Post ?”  
 
 
“It was a convenience thing really, I'd done my internship here and I knew the people who run 
the show really well so I called them up and asked if they needed help” “ At the time I didn't 
really know if I wanted to do journalism as such; after studying International Relations I thought 
that it would be pretty nice to work for an NGO for instance, but it's quite a competitive field here 
in Denmark” “ I ended up taking the easy option, working here”  
 
 
(5) “Besides The Copenhagen Post, are you involved in other journalistic work ?”  
 
 
“Yeah I do some freelance stuff, translations and the like. I only work here at The Copenhagen 
Post for 20 hours a week as the paper's budget is not that large.” We have three journalists here- 
one is full time of two of us are part-time  ” “ So financially it's not the best career choice in the 
world but you get to meet interesting people and to interview all kinds of strange folk.”  
 
 
The Copenhagen Post & WikiLeaks 
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(6) “As you know that we are writing our project about WikiLeaks.” “What is your opinion 
regarding WikiLeaks as a platform for the global distribution of classified and sensitive 
information ? ” 
 
 
 
“Well obviously a bit unique because it's sensitive information” On the one side it's nice to know 
what is going on” “It's nice to have some of those secrets out in the open but the other aspect of it 
is that it's a matter of national security” “ Who draws the line at what is necessary and what is not 
?”  “It's interesting in the way of unveiling secrets that the U.S government has been able to keep 
concealed” “Now that they are starting to trickle out, people are becoming more aware of the 
lengths that their nation is going to in order to bury this information or to indeed to gain 
information illicitly or through whatever means” “It is challenging the concept of transparency 
and what should and should not be open to the public”  
 
 
 
7) “What about Julian Assange ?” “What do you think of him as a figure associated with 
WikiLeaks?”  
 
 
“In every society whistle-blowing is something that is looked down upon even if it's for a good 
cause.” “People who reveal information are treated like 'rats'” “I think that whistle-blowing 
should be celebrated in many respects and not looked down upon.” “It takes courage for 
somebody to come out and you can see the lengths he has to go to in order to stay out of jail” 
“Having said this, there has of course to be some sort of ethical line within whistle-blowing.” 
“Some of the information being released may be detrimental to some people who are innocent or 
not a part of the dialogue” 
 
 
8)  “ Have you written any articles for The Copenhagen Post involving WikiLeaks?” 
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“I've written a few articles about the NSA and the revelation of secrets, the NSA monitoring the 
Danish government” “Danes have had a pretty tight relationship with the U.S, particularly due to 
the Cold War” 
 
 
(9) If you were to write something about WikiLeaks, how would you go about finding 
relevant information? Which sources would you use? 
“Various sources.” “  we don't seem to see that much neutral media anymore”    
 
 
10) “Do you encounter any difficulties in retrieving this information ?”  
 
 
“No, not really.” “ It seems like when it's out there, it's out there.”  “Of course it's always hard to 
ascertain whether what has been revealed constitutes the whole story”  
 
 
11) “WikiLeaks and five major media houses (such as Le Monde, The Guardian, The New 
York Times, El Pais and Der Spiegel) carry out a pre-selection process before information 
from the original WikiLeaks source is leaked.” “They decide which information is to be 
published.” “ What do you think about this pre-selection process ?” 
 
 
“You're telling me that these five major papers decide what content people can access from 
WikiLeaks ?”  
 
 
“They select what material is accessible to people out of a pool of information on 
WikiLeaks, yes” 
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“Clearly if they are making decisions as to what is publishable and what's not, it obviously raises 
some ethical issues.” “I don't know who owns those newspapers but more and more it's business 
that runs newspapers.” “They're pulling the strings, so who is to say that they won't leave 
something out if it's detrimental to their interests ?” “ I find it odd that it's just those five, I don't 
know why it can't just be available for other news media” “Why just the five ?” “ Maybe from a 
logistical standpoint it's easier for WikiLeaks to just use five major newspapers.  
 
 
 
12) “Which opportunities do you foresee with regard to writing articles related to 
information from WikiLeaks ?” 
 
 
“Well not really much at the moment, especially if we have five newspapers running the show.” 
“I don't work for one of those newspapers so i'll just be regurgitating what they write.” “ It seems 
that whistle-blowing and these sorts of scandals are becoming more prevalent so perhaps in the 
future it will be some sort of open source thing” “As it stands, with there being somebody 
controlling what gets released, it's a bit difficult from where we're stood” “ A story spawned off 
another source could be something”  
 
 
 
13) “What mechanisms of self-censorship are involved in writing articles about WikiLeaks 
or when using information from WikiLeaks ?” 
 
 
“Self-Censorship... I'd say it's more that we are aware of the source and we act accordingly.” 
“This is true of a lot of stories; you have to look at the source and take it with a grain of salt 
because it seems that more and more stories these days have some kind of angle.” “ It goes back 
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to who owns newspapers; it's more and more business orientated.” “The newspaper business is 
not profitable anymore, it's dying all around the world so they rely on their advertising and as a 
result they can't write negative articles about certain things if they have negative effects on their 
owners.” “It's also about trying to be balanced” “This is becoming more difficult- one has to look 
at more and more sources, which is good in a way- there are more and more online blogs and so 
on” “At the same time there are a lot of blogs and sources out there that just aren't useful so a lot 
of times it's like looking for a needle in a haystack” “There's a lot of information out there”  
 
 
14)  “Do you see any advantages or disadvantages of the public being able to access 
secretive information?”  
 
 
“Obviously it's an advantage as far as it’s nice to know what's going on, know what your 
government is doing” “A disadvantage would be the national security and that sort of thing- 
people getting outed-issues of innocence and that sort of thing” “ Maybe it could have some sort 
of snowball effect with issues sparking one debate after another which doesn't really help the 
bonds of trust between government and the people”  
 
 
15) “Given the fact that the Copenhagen Post is a Danish paper writing in English (Danish 
news in English), do you address articles in a different manner than the Danish 
newspapers?” 
 
 
“Basically we write the Danish news, just in English” Of course we do angle it towards certain 
relevant themes for our readers, such as immigration, since this pertains to many of them” “This 
goes to show that we are thinking of them and writing for our audience” “ We definitely keep 
them in mind” “ Lately there seems to be a demand for more sensasionalist stories – Ekstra 
Bladet type of stories since these sorts of articles generate more hits; it's a business at the end of it 
all”  
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16) If you were to write articles about WikiLeaks, what would you wish to achieve? 
 
 
“It's tough to say” “The Copenhagen Post is just not a big enough operation to engage in 
investigative journalism on a subject like WikiLeaks so how much we can achieve in such a field 
is questionable” “However, I'm sure we could write freelance articles about it, speak to some 
professors about themes of national security and long-term ramifications, especially in Denmark, 
being that it's such a close ally of the U.S. “There are plenty of side stories that can be linked to a 
local perspective 
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Appendix	  4	  
Michailis Nielsen, 25, contributor, The Copenhagen Post  
 “Do you mind us using your name in this report?” 
 “No, it’s fine.” 
 “Ok, well you know that we are writing about WikiLeaks.”  
 “Yeah, I am aware of that.” 
 “First, can you tell us your name, age and some personal 
background information?” 
 “Yeah, well my name is Michailis Nielsen or Mischa Nielsen.” “People 
call me Mischa, it’s easier”.”I am half Danish, half Greek.” “I’ve lived in Denmark for the past 
12 years now.”  “I have been raised abroad as well, in Africa and Asia a total of 10 years.” “I am 
25 now.” 
 (1) “Ok, what motivated you to become a journalist?” 
 “Hmm, it’s actually kinda funny because until about 2 years ago, it wasn’t actually something i 
thought of writing.” “But because I had the opportunity of study it.” “In Denmark it’s a very 
prestige to study at the University, you got to have really high grade.” “I got lucky that I got on 
an empty space at the University.” “And from that moment on I actually study it and got more 
interested in it because I had the opportunity to study it.” “Also, one of the motivation is that … 
journalism touches on a lot of fields what you can do with you.” “It’s a tool rather, than an 
academic discipline.” “And I think that you can incorporate that in a lot of things.” “Investigative 
journalism, it could also just be cultural journalism.” “That’s my motivation and also because I 
am good with languages.” 
 (2) “So you’ve been working as a journalist for two years then ?”  
 “Yes” 
 (3) “How long have you been working for The Copenhagen Post ? ” 
 “About 2 years.” 
 (4) “Why did you choose to work for the Copenhagen Post?” 
 “Because it’s the only place I can write in English.” “ And it a good newspaper with obviously 
not the biggest budget in the world, but with some strong people working behind them. People 
who are actually trying to make a difference in English journalism in Denmark. Which is very 
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limited, there is very little media that tries to cover it. I see it as, embracing Copenhagen as an 
international city. So I like working with that and I like to advocate that idea.  
 “Ok, did you start at Copenhagen Post or did you work somewhere else?” 
 “I started at the Post writing reviews. About 2 years ago as well.” 
 “Restaurant reviews or concerts?” 
 “Music, cultural.” “So that’s what I do there.” 
 (5) “Besides The Copenhagen Post, are you involved in any other kind of journalistic 
work?” 
“Yeah, I write for the rock magazine called Rock Freaks.” “And obviously through my studies I 
contribute to Netavisen for example.” “I contribute a little bit to different sides.” “But nothing 
big.” “Meanly the Copenhagen Post and mainly Rock Freaks, right now I don’t have time for 
much more.” 
 
The Copenhagen Post & WikiLeaks  
 (6) “As you know that we are writing our project about WikiLeaks.” “What is your 
opinion regarding WikiLeaks as a platform for the global distribution of classified and 
sensitive information ? ” 
 “Well, i think there are two sides of the story.” “There is the discussion that the judicial side of 
things, like where is the breach of law of what they are doing.” “But  that’s where they find the 
loopholes for example with you know having this Dropbox where you can throw your leaks and 
information anonymous.” “Which means that they are actually encouraging people to not directly 
to contact them.” “So it’s like a way they can get the information out, but using the loopholes in 
this judicial system.” “So it’s a question of whether this is a breach of law but then there’s also a 
more ethical question of about what is the role of journalists of what they are now.” “Obviously 
it’s a place where they have the regular source and then they have the story upon it, so you can 
compare so you have the truth element, right.” “If you stand by the fundamentals of journalism, 
then what they are doing is pretty much being a guard-dog of democracy and society and on a 
completely general level it’s obviously commendable.” “I would say - yeah great, let’s hang these 
guys up who corrupt.” “But on the other hand I think it’s sometimes very careless what they are 
doing.” “Especially when they are taking thirty thousand of pages of documents and uploading 
them like a that. i think there should be a little bit more or an analysis.” “I think there should be a 
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little bit more delicate work with what they are sending out, because from a utilitarian perspective 
you can look at it and say - yeah what they are doing here, is trying to eradicate corruption to 
classified material being published.” “You can see the Internet is kind of a new tool for society to 
be used.” “But it’s really difficult to act directly of what I think of it.” “Because on one hand I 
love investigating journalism, I love when you see people who need to …. when the police can’t 
take care of it, it’s our responsibility as journalists to do it.” “But there’s a grey area obviously 
and that’s tough to decide on what is.” 
 (7) “What do you think of Julian Assange?” 
 “It’s a personality.” “He’s the founder, he did something we had never seen before.” “And 
there’s also reasons that he’s getting rewards in the media for being person of the year.” “And i 
agree with certain things about him.” “But yeah, bit of an anti hero to some and bit of a hero to 
others.” 
 (8) “ Have you written any articles for The Copenhagen Post involving WikiLeaks?” 
 “WikiLeaks? Not really.” “I’ve written some articles but that was within my studies. But that’s 
nothing that has been published, that just to improve my skills.” “Yeah, I did write something I 
remember.” “There was a news coverage, so it was just about trying to see how you could utilize 
how WikiLeaks as publisher, but I simply can’t remember what it was. It was over a year and a 
half ago now.” “But I haven’t published anything on that.”  
 (9) If you were to write something about WikiLeaks, how would you go about finding 
relevant information? Which sources would you use? 
 “I think it’s always interesting to find reactions. If the story has already been cracked, then 
obviously you stand in a situation where you can either utilize the material WikiLeaks has - 
unless you are trying to picture me as a journalist or as a WikiLeaks person?”  
 “No, just when you are writing something.” 
Ok, yeah I’d seek  reactions.” “But then i try to take a more of a public reaction kind of thing and 
also an expert reaction and a third reaction would probably be to talk to some politicians or 
something.” “Some person that people listen to and try to form their opinions behind.” “But also 
talk to the public on what’s going on here.” “Because I think a lot of people find it a little bit 
abstract and WikiLeaks is very large”. “It’s hard to grasp it, in way, what’s actually happening ?” 
“I think I would put a more humane approach towards it.” “ I think a lot of people think they 
know what it is, but they don’t actually.” “They don’t know the details behind this whole 
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phenomenon, WikiLeaks.” “I think it would be an idea as a journalist to be able to be somehow 
provide a guide towards what it is that is happening with these things because a lot of people 
think anarchistically about it - eradicate corruption; but they don’t know the details.” “I am one of 
them.” “Sometimes I don’t understand what’s going on with everything that’s being released and 
that’s what I mean by them releasing.” “They are super productive and that’s problematic as well 
I think.” “In my ideal, journalistic work is about doing your research properly and actual.” 
“Everyone is on a deadline. It’s also profession, but taking your time and actually seeing the 
material that has potentiality to change things.”  
10) “WikiLeaks and five major media houses (such as Le Monde, The Guardian, The New 
York Times, El Pais and Der Spiegel) carry out a pre-selection process before information 
from the original WikiLeaks source is leaked.” “They decide which information is to be 
published.” “ What do you think about this pre-selection process ?”   
 “Yeah, well I am glad that they are using it.” “That’s already one thing.” “Obviously they are 
going to use it” “It’s pieces of gold they can use for their own profession.” “Then it’s also about 
what do you trust and where is your allegiance ?” “If it’s the five biggest media houses, then 
obviously El Pais and Le Monde for example, they are BIG companies, you know, so not 
everyone is gonna trust them eventually, right.” “But then you got to find your information 
elsewhere, especially now that they are using WikiLeaks so much.” “You can be sceptical about 
everything and that’s where you need to make your decision on what to be sceptical about.”  
11) “If you were to use some information from WikiLeaks, would you foresee any 
challenges in doing so ?”  
“Well it really depends on the story.” “I mean, I think there’s obvious correction and there’s … I 
mean there’ an overweight on consideration when you do for example a story on some corrupt 
African politician, or something.” “Then obviously I wouldn’t think twice about writing it.” “If I 
had the source right in front of me, if I was the first one to do it then obviously I’d write it 
straight away, but that’s again … if for example with the Cablegate, if it was so huge I would 
think twice and think ‘Wait, could I actually be hurting someone?’” “But then again, shouldn’t I 
be doing it, because this is the new form of journalism ?” “Yeah obviously, I’d think about it.”  
12) “ Which opportunities do you foresee regarding writing articles related to information 
from WikiLeaks ?”  
	   95	  
 “I think we’re also a regional newspaper in Copenhagen.” “Obviously we are striving to do 
more, trying to write more news stories.” “But obviously being a small newspaper in the English 
language, we have tough competition from the other media.” “And then also especially for 
writing international news then it’s obviously important because living in Denmark they can 
obviously read The Guardian, or different medias but on the local scene I’d like to see this bigger 
and more productive in terms of news coverage.” “But I have never been in a situation with 
WikiLeaks or anything where I actually felt I needed to ask for permission from the editors.” 
13) ““Do you see any advantages or disadvantages of the public being able to access 
secretive information ?” 
 “Advantages.” “We’ve discussed this already, it’s a very grey area subject.” “There’s no right or 
wrong answer to anything right.” “But I think people should embrace the fact that we can utilize 
this tool of the Internet, this Internet as a sanctuary for people to come out with things they think 
that need to come out.” “So it’s a way to get a way from the government or to get away from the 
law, but if you look at what they have done already, they eradicate a lot of things already.” “They 
brought some things to the media that really needed to be brought in.” “So yeah, I think it’s a 
good thing that there is access to it and that is is user driven in the sense that it is one way 
because the anonymous sources are just sending it in and they  don’t have any responsibility in 
that sense, they don’t put their name on it and they can’t be tracked, which is why it’s a success 
that people think that they won’t be killed for doing it.” “But yeah, i think it’s a good thing.” ” 
That’s also where my ideal stands in journalism. I mean, I talked about it earlier, this utilitarian 
idea that you could for example say Stop with this WikiLeaks thing, but I think in the long run 
it’s better for the greater good.” “This is a weird expression … but some eggs need to be broken 
to make an omelet.” “I don’t think trying to put a barrier on it is going to change it.” “It is 
problematic but so is everything that’s still in it’s molding stages.”  
14) “Given the fact that the Copenhagen Post is a Danish paper writing in English (Danish 
news in English), do you address articles in a different manner then the Danish 
newspapers?” 
 “Yeah, we do.” “I do see a tendency to appeal to the expat community, that’s one thing, and also 
for people who are English and perhaps there’s a little bit of a political landing towards a liberal 
type, but that’s for the reader to judge.” “ I think there’s a different approach.” “We are a little bit 
like the little brother, the underdogs from the media scene.” “ We appeal to the people who can 
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read the Danish newspapers.” “But we also strive to have our news stories being read by Danes 
as well, so we are taking it serious like the Danish media.” “But just that the medium and the 
language is English.” “So, I guess we cover news in the same way. ” “The only problem is we 
don’t have the same resources, it’s simple as that.” “I mean, if you go to DR Byen or Politiken 
for instance” - “I think the interest in us is becoming greater now - more and more, especially 
because Denmark is such a small country,.” “The Danish language is not as huge as for example 
the Spanish speaking world.” “English infiltrates everything that we do so we might as well 
accommodate that”  
19) If you were to write articles about WikiLeaks, what would you wish to achieve? 
 “That’s an interesting question.” “On the one hand obviously you could think on the completely 
journalistic idealistic level - what are you exactly doing here?” “You are actually trying to deliver 
correct information to the public and to try to uphold the democratic rights.” “That’s one hand of 
it, right ?” “But on the other hand if you use these sites then it’s also about what you as a 
journalist what do you achieve with doing so.” “So there would be some sort of selfish manner to 
it as well- it’s not completely altruistic.” “If it were classified material being published, then there 
was a reason why it was classified and that’s where the controversy comes in.” “So obviously if I 
had access to it then I’d publish it, but also because we do live in a country like Denmark where 
we have a press law.” “It’s a little bit like Sweden, there’ a reason why WikiLeaks is based in 
Sweden.”  “I feel safe! I’d be happy to do it !  “But if I were anywhere else in the world, probably 
I would have second thoughts in doing so.” “I think that good things what’s happening in 
general.”  
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Appendix	  5	  
Appendix 5, Ray Weaver  
 
 
 
1) What is your name and how old are you ?  
 
“Ray Weaver, fifty eight years of age”  
 
 
2) “How long have you been a journalist for ?”  
 
 
“I've been a journalist for 40 years”  
 
 
“That's a long time”  
 
 
“It hasn't been continuous, it's been more on and off “ 
 
 
3) “What motivated you to get started in journalism?”  
 
 
“I was in radio and I didn't particularly like being a disc jockey.” “ I love music and I'm a 
musician myself but I didn't like playing records and talking about them.”  “I've always been 
interested in news and current affairs and my dad was very involved in politics in the U.S. so I 
just thought that since I was doing it anyway and apparently had the voice for it I went into radio 
journalism and stayed with it over the years.”  
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4) “How long have you been working for The Copenhagen Post ?”  
 
 
“ 3 years”  
 
 
5) “What motivated you to start at The Copenhagen Post ?”  
 
 
“It was one of the few jobs available for English-speaking expats in Denmark.” “I liked the paper 
when I read it, I think it's a valuable service and like everybody else I thought I could help make 
it better.”  
 
 
 
6) Besides The Copenhagen Post , are you involved in any other kind of journalist work? 
(e.g blogging, vlogging, radio, TV,  etc...)  
 
 
 
“ Oh yeah ! I do a lot of freelance work for different people.” “ I was, until recently involved in a 
project called the Arctic journal which is about news in the Arctic region.” “ I'm was the 
managing editor but I'm not anymore though I'm still involved in writing stories and so on”  
 
 
7) What is your opinion regarding WikiLeaks as a platform for the global distribution of 
classified and sensitive information? 
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“It's interesting, it's a good question because I'm older than some of the guys you've talked to 
before and I've also been involvement with police departments as a public information officer.” 
“Although I have nothing but respect for Mr Snowden and what he is trying to do, there is always 
that part of me that wonders 'Is his information going to put some-one's life in danger ?” That's 
always in the back of my mind but that being said, as a human being and as a citizen of the world, 
I respect him for what he did.”  
 
 
8) “Moving onto another figure then, Julian Assange, what do you think about him ?”  
 
 
“He's interesting.” “As somebody who has been in law enforcement I'd like to know the validity 
of the charges against him.” “ It doesn't affect my opinion of what he's done in the public sphere 
but I would like to see some information about whether the charges against him are real or 
whether it's something somebody has trumped up because they don't like what he is doing.”  
 
 
9) Have you written article for the The Copenhagen Post  involving WikiLeaks?  
 
 
“I've written about the fallout, well not the fallout; the stories as to whether the NSA's 
surveillance programme has drifted its way into Denmark.” “ I wrote a story the other day about 
Thule airbase in Greenland.” “ It's a massive information gathering centre and the article in the 
Danish press went along the lines of Thule being used to gather information that has been passed 
on to intelligence agencies.” “Some members of the Danish parliament said they didn't know 
anything about it, which I have to call bullshit on.” “ People here in this country who don't know 
what's going in Thule can't be adults in this part of the world” “ It's been a huge gathering point 
since the sixties and of course the FBI and the CIA are involved and it's used as a de facto anti-
terrorist spot but who knows how the information is used ?”  
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10) “If and when you do need to find information about WikiLeaks, where do you get in 
from ? What are your sources ?”  
 
 
“ I use the Internet, I look at stuff people have put out.” “ I read it for my own edification really, 
so I look at the reports in The Times for instance and see what they have to say”  
 
 
11) “ Do you encounter any difficulties in doing so ?”  
 
 
“This is me taking a shot at myself- I should be more diligent about going through first-hand 
sources and not reading the filtered versions in The Times, The Guardian or whatever because all 
of this comes through a reporters perspective, but No, generally I wouldn't say I find it difficult to 
find information.”  
 
 
12) WikiLeaks and 5 major Media Houses (such as Le Monde and The Guardian, The New 
York Times, El País, Der Spiegel)  carry out a pre-selection process before information 
from the original WikiLeaks source is leaked. They basically decide which information is 
being published. What do you think about this pre-selection process?  
 
 
“Again, I'm older and in any situation where you have a reporter or a filter in between you're 
always going to be subject to opinion depending on when information was released and so on.” 
The difference in this case is that the information was released all at once – you saw exactly what 
was in the papers at that time.” “ I'm not sure what purpose is served by dribbling this 
information bit by bit.” “I think that I sometimes get frustrated and it might even answer my own 
question as to whether Snowden and Assange and that fellow in London, I forget his name now – 
whether they are possibly endangering somebody's life by not releasing all the information” “ I'm 
sure it's an enormous amount of information and as with anything like that  - I mean, I've worked 
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for small police departments in small places – usually most of the information is just nonsense 
and no use to anybody but there is a certain amount of stuff that we're all interested in knowing.” 
“I don't think that the average person up until now had any idea, any concept of how much 
information the NSA is gathering on a minute-to minute basis on everyone in the world ” “ I 
actually lived three kilometers from their compound in Maryland.” “ I think it's a lot of 
information and The Times have a different perspective and The Guardian have a different 
perspective and Al Jazeera- everyone is going to present the information in a different way so it 
might be nice to see it in its raw form all at once.”  
 
 
13) Which opportunities do you foresee regarding writing articles related to information 
sourced from WikiLeaks? 
 
 
“I think that what this has done is two things; it's hopefully going to make people more aware and 
possibly more diligent, who knows Allan?” “As a child of the sixties I'm always surprised, very 
surprised at the trust that people put in governments these days.” “ I hope that it makes people 
more diligent and maybe we'll see more people stepping forward and more people doing a bit of 
whistle-blowing but it's also going to make the agencies involved a bit more gun-shy and I think 
they will become much more restrictive about who has access to what.” “You can see it right here 
in Denmark, with the so-called 'freedom of information act’ which is basically saying to 
journalists 'sorry, no access, this is a private email between Allan and I and even though it 
discusses national policy, you're not allowed to see it because it's a private email between two 
ministers.” “ That's nonsense!” “There are several cases of things that have been reported on in 
Denmark that would never have been reported on without the old freedom of information act in 
place - the new one would stop these issues from leaking out.”  
 
 
“How new is this act ?”  
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“It was passed last year and it came into effect this year, in fact there was a story a couple of days 
ago about some fifty eight organisations who have applied for even more restrictive protection 
from a new freedom of information act.” “ It's a serious question.” “ I do some work for an 
international group that looks at things like freedom of the press, freedom of information and so 
on and it's going to drop Denmark's standing in the world as a country that was one of the most 
free in terms of press freedoms and open governments , one of the least corrupt.” “ It is definitely 
going to lower their standings.”  
 
 
 
 
14) Do you see it as an advantage or disadvantage for the public to access secretive 
information?  
 
 
“Tricky question.” “ I am a firm believer in the public’s right to know.” “ As to whether the 
public can handle the information, that's another question.” “ We live in a different world than the 
one I grew up in and when you have things that aren't nation state-based conflict where the U.S is 
at war with Germany or England is at war with someone and it's almost more personal- where 
you have conflict that is based on ideology you have a situation where maybe, I hate to say this is 
a libertarian, but maybe there is some information that needs to be protected.” “ I think about this 
a lot and I go hot and cold about it – some days I say, no the public has a right to know and on the 
other hand sometimes I hear the voices go 'If you're not doing anything wrong you don't have 
anything to worry about.'”  “Although this sounds logical on the surface, to me it's the start of a 
very bad cycle of privacy violations.” “ For example when I was living in the U.S., I have a 
daughter who goes to college and I was transferring money from her Danish account to her 
account in Nashville, Tennessee” “ The American government actually called me in to ask me 
why I was transferring once every two months or so.” “ It all falls under the huge umbrella of 
bureaucracy that is homeland security- created after 9 / 11.” “ I could be wrong- if it's not THE 
largest branch of the U.S. government it is definitely one of the largest.” “ I can't make a foreign 
transfer without the government knowing about it – that in my mind is just incorrect.”  
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15) Are there any foreseeable implications of using WikiLeaks as a news source, in the 
context of a non-mainstream media such as The Copenhagen Post ?  
 
 
 
“ I don't think so.” “One of the nice things of being an outlier as we are is that we do and say 
what we want – we get more hassle by going counter to the Danish press than we'd do if we were 
to use anything from WikiLeaks because since we are a secondary news source anything we'll be 
using from WikiLeaks has probably been published somewhere else.” “ At this point, I'm not 
saying it won't happen, but I can't foresee a time where i'm going to use WikiLeaks as a primary 
source to back up some of the NSA stories related to Greenland or Iceland.” “ The Danish 
government is very closely aligned with the U.S government on this particular issue.” “ It always 
has been, Thule is Danish property – there's no way that anybody that is involved with the Danish 
government doesn't know that the NSA is peeking into Danish life. “ That line gets crossed when, 
according to some recent stories, the NSA has looked at and provided information related to 
private Danish companies  to help other companies as far as competition between them is 
concerned, again a fundamental misuse of information.”  
 
 
16) Do you address the news in  different ways since your main target group is foreigners 
living in Denmark ? 
 
 
 
“We write from an expat point of view.” “ We write for people that are not Danish mostly 
because Danes mostly read the Danish news.” “Our target group is expats that have lived in 
Denmark; also expats that lived in Denmark and have gone back to their home countries.” “ A 
large section of our readership is not white – it's immigrants that are singled out at the foreign 
ministry, they haven't learned Danish yet but speak some or a pretty good amount of English so 
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the paper is really valuable to them. “ “ We do think about this a lot when we write.” “ What do 
these people really need to know ? What do they want to know ?” “ This tends to be changes in 
immigration law, housing, traffic, parking.” “ Our readership is a man and wife trying to get their 
kids through school; a working man and a following spouse. “ “ We try to help people navigate 
Danish society in a way, to navigate the denseness and the bureaucracy of being a foreigner on 
Danish soil.”  
 
 
17) What do you wish to achieve with the articles that involve WikiLeaks?  
 
 
“If I write some and I would like to.” “As I said as somebody who used to be involved in law 
enforcement it's very interesting.” “ As a person who's always been the champion of wanting to 
know what the government is up to it's also interesting.” “ This is valid for any government- mine 
in the U.S, the Danish government, mine in Ireland etc...” “ As with everything else I do, I would 
like more young people to be like yourself and to be aware that this kind of thing is going on and 
to be aware that the government is not looking out for them the way that they might think it is.” “ 
Perhaps for what is a very good reason in some people's minds because of the 9/11 attacks or 
terrorist attacks around the world, civil rights, human rights, personal rights are being violated 
and if that's the road you go down to protect your way of life then in my mind it isn't long before 
you lose that way of life, before you turn into the other way of life.” “ To me it would be an 
educational thing, to stop some of the things I see in my Twitter and Facebook feeds – stuff like ' 
Edward Snowden is a traitor, he should be lined up against the wall and shot.' “ “ Whether or not 
he is the most charismatic character in the world, he provided a service, he did something that, 
maybe in the back of everybody's mind, we knew was going on but now they are more aware of- 
that people may actually be spying on what they are doing on their personal computers if they are 
at a public library for instance.” “ As a journalist, on this computer that I work on there are all 
kinds of things – stories I've covered – child pornography stories, rape stories, kidnappings, drugs 
and so on.” “ All of those stories required images, research, me going to certain websites.” “ If 
someone wanted to use that information in a pernicious way, they certainly could.” “ This is the 
sort of thing that concerns me.”  
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Appendix	  6	  
Ask	  interviewee	  if	  he/she	  wants	  to	  stay	  anonymous	  or	  whether	  we	  can	  use	  his/her	  name. 
Optional	  questions: 
• What	  is	  your	  name?	  Age?	  Personal	  background	  information.	  	  
 
 
General	  Questions: 
1. What	  motivated	  you	  to	  become	  a	  journalist? 
2. How	  long	  have	  you	  been	  working	  as	  a	  journalist? 
3. How	  long	  have	  you	  been	  working	  for	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post? 
4. Why	  	  did	  you	  choose	  to	  work	  for	  	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  ? 
5. Besides	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  ,	  are	  you	  involved	  in	  any	  other	  kind	  of	  journalist	  work? 
(e.g	  blogging,	  vlogging,	  radio,	  TV,	  	  etc...)	  	   
 
 
The	  following	  questions	  are	  in	  relation	  to	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  and	  WikiLeaks	  information. 
6. What	  is	  your	  opinion	  regarding	  	  WikiLeaks	  as	  a	  platform	  for	  the	  global	  distribution	  of	  
classified	  and	  sensitive	  information? 
7. What	  do	  you	  	  think	  about	  Julian	  Assange	  as	  a	  fIgure	  who	  is	  mainly	  associated	  with	  
WikiLeaks?	   
8. Have	  you	  written	  article	  for	  the	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  	  involving	  WikiLeaks? 
9. How	  much	  experience	  	  do	  you	  have	  with	  	  WikiLeaks? 
a. How	  many	  articles	  ?	  	  
b. Which	  topics	  ?	  	  
10. If	  and	  when	  you	  need	  to	  find	  information	  about	  WikiLeaks,	  where	  do	  you	  	  get	  it	  from?	  What	  
or	  who	  are	  your	  sources	  ,if	  any	  ?	   
11. Do	  you	  encounter	  difficulties	  retrieving	  information? 
	  . Anonymity	  	  
a. Confidentiality	  	  
b. Freedom	  of	  speech	  
12. WikiLeaks	  and	  5	  major	  Media	  Houses	  (such	  as	  Le	  Monde	  and	  The	  Guardian,	  The	  New	  York	  
Times,	  El	  País,	  Der	  Spiegel)	  	  carry	  out	  a	  pre-­‐selection	  process	  before	  information	  from	  the	  original	  
WikiLeaks	  source	  is	  leaked.	  They	  basically	  decide	  which	  information	  is	  being	  published.	  What	  do	  you	  
think	  about	  this	  pre-­‐selection	  process?	   
13. If	  you	  were	  to	  use	  WikiLeaks	  as	  a	  source	  of	  information,	  do	  you	  foresee	  any	  challenges	  in	  
doing	  so	  ? 
	  . Ethical	  /	  journalistic	  challenges	  overall	  	  
a. Ethical	  /	  journalistic	  standards	  of	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  
14. Which	  opportunities	  do	  you	  foresee	  regarding	  writing	  articles	  related	  to	  information	  sourced	  
from	  WikiLeaks? 
15. What	  mechanisms	  	  of	  self	  censorship	  	  are	  involved	  in	  producing	  an	  article	  from	  WikiLeaks,	  if	  
any? 
 
 
Concerning	  secretive,	  sensitive	  and/or	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   106	  
16. Do	  you	  see	  it	  as	  an	  advantage	  or	  disadvantage	  for	  the	  public	  to	  access	  secretive	  information? 
17. Are	  there	  any	  foreseeable	  implications	  of	  using	  WikiLeaks	  as	  a	  news	  source,	  in	  the	  context	  of	  
a	  non-­‐mainstream	  media	  such	  as	  The	  Copenhagen	  Post	  ?	  	   
18. Do	  you	  address	  the	  news	  in	  	  different	  ways	  since	  your	  main	  target	  group	  is	  foreigners	  living	  
in	  Denmark	  ? 
19. What	  do	  you	  wish	  to	  achieve	  with	  the	  articles	  that	  involve	  WikiLeaks? 
 
